e

STATE OF ILLINOIS )

INDEX

. McCorkie Court Reporters, Inc.
Chicago, Illinois

A R S U 3 8K et e T U TS 3 4 b 1 23T ORI AL A BRI o #0508 0 WAL VG N VI N AR hya{e oo 5y e Rt

my questioning is that you wait untit I'm actually

R R e S K AT

1 (Pa

(312) 263-0052
EXHIBIT 1

ges 1 to 4)

1
85;
COUNTY OF C 0 O K 2 WITNESS EXAMINATION
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS -
COUNTY DEPARTHENT - LAW DIVISION '3 REVEREND DANIEL L. FLAHERTY :
JOHN 00E g;l‘r?,mf } 4 By Mr. Brooks........cceeervennes veeD i
aln » :
\rsi . VN } No. 07 L 8781 5 By fir. Maloney ............. cererrnnnnc 135 .u
THE CHICAGOD PROVINCE OF . ] ]
THE SOCAET? Or SESUS, ; 6 By Mr. Brooks {further).............. 147 .
" petendant. ) 7 By Mr. HuebsCh........ccovvrcvrvernne 147
The discovery deposition of REVEREND DANIEL L. 8 By Mr. Maloney {further) """""""" 148 ;
FLAHERTY, taken in the above-entitied cause, before o F
Dine C. Corvino, & Certified Shorthand Reporter, of
Cook County, I11inois, on the 28th day of May, 10 ;
2008, at 70 West Madison Street, Chicagp, I11inois, 11 M
pursuant to Notice, at the hour of 10:16 a.m. 12 EXHIBITS i
13 NUMBER ~ MARKED FOR ID
. . bina €. C csr. RPR 14  FLAHERTY Depaosition Exhibit .
orted by: a €. Corvino, CSR, RP
L-igense NDS-’: 082,004475r ! 15 NO- 1 -------------------- eI pusavuRaTs 83 %
16 N T a7 i
17 NO. 3eriecrcrnrecreernsreresesnen }
18 NO. devrriereercirrnercersieserniee s 98 j
19 NO. 5. iciniivinvrscvnnemiesnrnnnn. 107 E
20 No. 6113 /
21 Nos. 7 & 8., 120 ;
22
23
24
; APEEQENSESQT & PEARLMAN, LLC, b ! (Witness sworn.) .
R PROST & PLARLMAN, LG, Y 2 MR, BROOKS: Good moming, Father. My name is é
3 MR, DAVID ARGAY . 3 Michael Brooks. As you know, | represent the
70 West Madison Street, Suite 5350 iee s e s . i
4 Chicago, Wiinols 60602 4 pleiniiffs in this litigation which arises out of
5 (312} 261-4550 5  actions of Donald McGuire, a former Jesuit priest. ;
Representing the Plaintif; 8 During the course of this deposition 3
8 7 \ ies ti H
7 QUERREY & HARROW, LTD.. by today, I'm going to ask you a series of questions, :
MR, ROBERT HUEBSCH 8 some about Father McGuire, and some about other
8 176 West Jackson Bivd,, Sulte 1600 9 subjects. | would ask that you give an answer to H
Chicage, lllingis 60604 . ;
9 {312} 540-7000 10  the best of your abillty. Please do not speculate f
10 <And- ' 1
11 LAW OFFICES OF MCARTHY & TOOMEY, by 11  or gugss atan answer. If you do not understand a
MR, TIMOTHY C. TOOMEY 12  question, please et me know. | will be happy to !
12 4433 West Touhy Avenue, Sulte 262 13 have the court reporter read it back to you or )
Lincolnwood, llinols 60712 o .
13 (847) 675-00860 14  canrephrase it if you'd llke, whatever is easler
14 Representing the Defendant; 15  for you !
15 ' ‘ i
MR. ROBERT MALONEY, 16 If at 2ny time today you need a break to -
16 Stgr%egxgt1l.8aw. 17 go to the bathroom, to get some water, whatever,
17 Oak Park, inols 60303 18  justlet me know and | will be happy to let you
18 (312) 799-9059 19 take a Short break so that whatever needs you have
Representing Donalg McGuire. 20  are met before we continue.
;g 21 As you can see, there's a court reporter
21 22  here taking down everything that you and | say, So
§§ , 23 the one request | would make to you in advance of 1
24 24
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A. Mo. They were individual rooms at West

across the river from St. Louis. Belleville, |

1 1
2. Baden. © 2 guess, yes., All of lllinois, all of Indiana, the
3 Q. Oncampus? 3  bottom half of Ohfo, including, centered really, in
4 A. Yes, it was —well, if was one of the 4  Cincinnatl, and what we call our Appalachian
5 eight wonders of the world. No, | mean it 5  mission which is headquartered out of Lexington,
6 literally was. It was a circle that had been built 6 Kentucky,
7 by Ballard who ran a circus, So we had an atrium 7 Q. And has that been the territory for the
8 in the middle where he could run a circus. . 8 Chicagoe province since the time that you first
9 Q. To your knowledge, did Donald McGuire live 9 started working there in 19737
10 in one of these individual rooms while he was at 10 A. Al but the Lexington portion. So when |
11 Woest Baden? 11 joined, we were in Chicago, Indiana, and Ohio. Mo,
12 A. Sure, yes. 12 That's not right either. And the reason | say
13 Q. While you were at West Baden, did you hear 13 that-- |
14 any rumors or gossip involving Donald McGuire? 14 Q. When you say you joined, ydu're talking
15 A. No. 15  about joining back In Chicago after your stint in :
16 Q. Let me follow up with a specific question. 16 New York City? i
17 - While you were at West Baden, did you hear any 17 A. In18--ng, no, no. ?
18  rumors or gossip about Donaid McGuire's sexuality? 18 Q. Oh, you're talking about otiginally now? ;3
19 A. No, . 19 MR. HUEBSCH: [ thought we're talking about ’%
20 Q. I'diike to ask you a few questions about 20  currently. ”*
21 how the Jesuits are organized. 21 MR, BROOKS: We did. But now -- but ] asked -- g
22 Correct me if I'm wrong, hut there's a Eo22 MR. HUEBSCH: What was the last quastion? ! i
23  Chicago order of the Jesults; is that right? 23 lostit. §
24 MR, HUEBSCH: Just so we have a time frame, are 24 MR. BROOKS: | asked if thers had been a change ’é
17 19
1 you talking ahout currentiy? 1 interms of the - i
2 MR. BROOKS: Currently and then I'm going fo 2 THE WITNESS: And there had. ‘;
3 talk ghout historically. 3 MR. BROOKS: --locals. g
4 MR. HUEBSCH: Just so we understand, just 4 THE WITNESS: In 1956 -- 50 | really should go %
5 currently. Go ahead. 5 back and restate bacause when | entered the - what |
6§ BY MR. BROOKS: 8 is now the Chicago and Detroit province were all ;
7 Q. Aswe sit here today, ! have a few 7 one province and that included -- over and above i
8 questions about the structure of the Jesuits. 8 what | said for Chicage, that included Detrolt and %
g There's an office in Chicago; Is that 9 Cleveland and the upper peninsula of Michigan. %
10 nght? 10 BY MR. BROOKS: :
11 A. That's correct. 11 Q. Atsome point that was carved out intc a %
12 Q. What is that society called? 12 different office? :
13 A. Let me give you a little wider picture. 13 A. In 19586, the provinces were separated
14 Q. Okay. That was my next guestion. If you 14 because we had too many men for one provincial to |
15  want to start that way, that's fine. 1 appreciate 15 handie. So the provinces were split in 1956,
16  your help, 16 Q. Who chooses who the provinclal of the ;‘;
17 A. In North America we have what is called 17  Chicago Jesuits is going to be?
18  the Jesuit Assistancy, North American Assistancy. 18 A. Ultimately the general in Rome. But the
19 There are ten provinces. The Chicago provinceis 19  process involves gathering information from men of
20  one of those ten provinces. 20  the province, and then the provincial and his
21 Q. And what are the -- what does the Chicago 21 consultors prepare what is called the terna, three,
22  region encompass? 22  t-ed-n-a, of three names to send to the general ;
23 A. Okay. The Chicago region is Chicago, all 23 with all the supporting documentation for him to
24 of lllinois with the exception of the diocese 24  make a choice.
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1 Q. And has that been frue since the time that 1 Q. Can you tell me what is being done to the \;
2. youwere provincial in 19737 2  extent of your knowledge, obviously? ;
3 A. Yes, 3 A. Well, what has been announced is that - i
4 Q. You indicated in your testimony that there 4 again, besause of manpower -- and in this case 3
5 are ten provincials in the United States, and, 5 diminishing manpower -- the provinces will be !
6  obviously, you just referred to someone in Rome who 6 realigned from ten to five, and the three provinces §
7  you called, | belisve, the general in Rome. 7 involved in the Midwest are Chicago, Detroit, and §
8 Is there any umbrella group within the 8 Wisconsin. :
9  United States that all ten provincials report to? 9 Q. Is Wisconsin a separate province right i
10 A. No. 10 now? ;
11 Q. Sojust so that | have it clear in my 11 A. Oh, yes.
12  head, the provincials in Chicago report to the 12 Q. How long has Wisconsin been a separate
13  general in Rome; is that right? 13  province?
14 A. Thatis correct. 14 A. |think since 1956. The same time we
15 Q. And how is the general in Rome chosen? 15  split from Detroit, Wisconsin split from Missoun
16 A Well, we have what is calied a general 16 for the same reasons. ]
17  congregation, and members from all of the provinces 17 Q. As far as you know, there's an effort that i
18  around the world meet, recelve reports from around 18  those three provinces will be combined into a :
19 the world, and then look for someane to become the 18  single province; is that right? You nodded your
20  general and efect him. ' 20 head, | need an oral-answer. :
21 Q. Can the general in Rome give specific 21 A. Oh, I'm sorry. Yes, yes. i
22  directions to the Chicago Jestuits in terms of what 22 Q. That's okay. :‘
23  actions they should be taking or not taklng ona 23 Do you know when that is expected to take
24  particular issua? 24  place? ‘
21 23|
1 MR. HUEBSCH: Do you understand that question? 1 A. | think they hope to accomplish it by
2  THEWITNESS: Yes, but | guess what I'm trying 2 2016,
3 to sort outin my mind is both the theory and the 3 Q. Do you know where the central office of
4  practice, Theorstically, he could do that. In 4 those -- of that new region wilt be located?
% practics, he almost often does not. Let me putit 5 A. |do not nor does anybody. i
6 this way, he might write a letter to the Society 6 Q. |s the Chicago order a separate legal :
7  around the world of which the Chicago prownce is 7  entity to the best of your knowledge? ‘
8 partofit- 8 A. Legal, yeah, But we'd have to distinguish
9 BY MR. BROOKS: 9 canon law and civil law.
10 Q. Sure. 10 Q. Let's speak as to civil law first.
11 A. - with the directive or whatever. Buthe 11 A. Civil law -
12 rarely tells the Chicago province as the Chicago 12 Q. Under the civil law, is it incorporated in z
13 province to do or not do anything. 13 Illinois?
14 Q. ls it fair to say that the Chicago Jesuits 14 A. Yes,itis. Yes,itis.
16  are a self-governing institution? 15 Q. Do you know what type of organization it's :
18 A. The Chicago province? 16  incorporated as? ;
17 Q. Yes. 17 A. 501(3)(c), not for profit. | don't know
18 A. Headed by the provincial? 18  whether the term religious is used. |don't i
19 Q. Yes. 19 remember the documents,
20 A. Yeah, with the relationship, but, yes. 20 Q. Under canon law, what is its legal status? ||
21 Q. Is there some sort of reorganization 21 A. ldon't know. You know, it's a separate 't
22  thai's being done within the Jesuit society in 22  entity. What you would call it, | don't know, :
23  America currently? 23 Q. Whatever it would be called, | probably
24 A, Yes, 24  couldn't pronounce anyway.
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1 and lower case. 1 Does seeing this refresh your memory as to
2. Q. Do you know why it would be -- strike 2 whether or not Father McGuire received any sort of
3  that. 3 psychiatric treatment in or about 19937
4 Do you know why you would be writing a 4 A. Well, yes, but as you can -- if you
5 letter of this type glven your position with the 5  compare the letters, you'll see thal t even got it
6 Jesuit orderin 18937 B wrong-and he corrected it to Philadelphia.
7 A. Yes, because of my background in 7 Q. Fair enough.
8 joumalism, | often drafted letiers for Father Brad 8 But as you sit here today, do you recall
8  Schaeffer. He's one of the few provincials | did 9  anything regarding such treatment?
10 itfor, 10 A. No.
11 Q, Were there other provincials you drafted 11 Q. Were you involved in -- strike that.
12 letters for? 12 Do you know whether the Jesuits required
13 A. Notthat!can remember. Let's see. Who 13 Father McGuire to undergo treatment?
14 would the other be? Wild, | don't think so. 14 A. No.
15  Baumann, | don't think so, 15 Q. So you were not involved In that decision?
16 MR. TOOMEY: Wait for a question. 16 A. No,
17 BY MR. BROOKS: 17 Q. Did you ever discuss Father McGuire's
18 Q. Schmidt, have you drafted letters for 18  treatment with Father McGuire?
18 Father Schmidt? 19 A. No.
20 A. Only official letters to go to Rome 20 Q. Did you ever discuss Father McGuire's
21 concerning the budget, that's all, for him to sign, 21 treatment with any of his mental health providers?
22 Q. Would Father Schaeffer have dictated this 22 - A. [remember -- | remember that when he came
23 letter fo you and you were just merely writing down [ 23 back from one of the institutions — | couldn't
24 his words or would you have drafted this yourself 24 tell you which one - a so-called support group was
101 103 |
1 and then given it fo him for signature? 1 organized, and | was asked to be a member of the
2 A. I'm not sure ! understand the question, 2 support group. And one of the people from the
3 Q. Fair enough. 3 Institution -- | can't remember the name of the
4 As you look at this letter here -- strike 4 institution -- explained our role, but | don't
5 that "5 remember that he gave us any specifics of the --
6 Typically would you just take down 6 theiliness or the treatment or anything such as
7  dictation of Father Schaeffer? 7 that,
B A. Oh, no, no, no, no, 8 Q. And you don't remember his hame?
g Q. So you would draft the substance of the g A. No. Lord no.
10 letter and give it to him for review and signature? 10 Q. Who asked you to be part of this support
11 A. Well, or to correct or modify or whatever, 11 group?
12 yes. ' 12 A. Idon't remember.
13 Q. Do you recognize the name 13 Q. Were you told why Fatber McGuire was
14  on this letier? 14 having a support group put together for him?
15 A. Yes, it's his 15 A. | think it was just in conjunction with
16 Q. It's Donald McGuire's . ? 16  the recommendation of the institution,
17 A. Correct, 17 Q. And at that time, did you learn why he had
18 Q. _ was a lawyer here in 18  been treated at the institution?
18  Chicagoe; is that right? 19 A, Not that | can recall.
20 A. That's correct, yes, he was. 20 Q. So to the best of your memory, you were
21 Q. And although it's been redacted in both of 21  asked to be part of the support group, but you
22 these letters, there’s a reference here presumably 22 didn't know the type of treatment that Father
23 to atleast one if not two institutions in which 23 McGuire had received?
24  Father McGuire apparentiy received treatment, 24
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1 Q. Have you-ever heard the name . 3 1 A. Yes.
2. before, ‘ 2 Q. - at Canisius House?
3 A, No _ 3 A, - lthink so, yes.
4 Q. What about the name 4 4 (Whereupon, FLAHERTY Deposition ¢
5 A No. 5 Exhibit No, § was marked for I
6 Q. Do you remember recefving any information B ldentification.) |
7 in 1893 or thereabouis as to whether or not Father 7 BY MR.BROOKS: :
8  McGuire had been involved in a refafionship with B Q. ThisIs a very short one, Al right, I
9 4 7 9 - Father. Father Flaherty, you've been handed what's
10 A. No. 10 been marked as Exhibit No. 5. It's a very short
11 Q. Do you remiember whether any restrictions 11 memorandum dated March 24, 1994, with a Bates stamp
12 were put on Donald McGulre's - strike that. 12 number of 963. It's 2 memorandum to you, among 1
13 Do you remember if the Jesults imposed any 13 other people, from Father Gschwend, i
14  restrictions on Donald McGuire either at the end of 14  G-s-c-h-w-e-n-d, and indicates the meeting with §
15 1993 or baginning of 1994 involving Father 18  Father Gschwend and the aftercare team s confirmed *
16 - McGuire's behavior with persons under the age of 16 - for 3:00 o'clock on Wednesday, Aprll 6th at 2050 1
17 1872 - 17 North Clark Street. : i
18 A. No, 18 You see that, don't you? . 'I
19 Q. Were you -- do you remember receiving any 19 A, ldo. b
20  information from any Jesuit official that there 20 Q. ltrefers to the aftercare team. :
21 were certain resfrictions placed on Father McGuire? 21 Is that the same thing as the support
22 A, | don't remember. 22  group you mentionad earlier in your testimony?
23 Q. Do you remember any conversations with 23 A. I'msure itis.
24 Donald McGuire in or about 1994 regarding any 24 Q. And do you see the namas on this
105 107 [:
1 restrictions placed on his behavior? 1 memorandum -- i
2 A No 2 A ldo ;
3 Q. Who -- to the best of your memory, who 3 Q. --other than yourseli :
4 else was living in Canisius House at that time? 4 and Father Hardon, H-a-r-d-o-n?
5 A, '907? 5 ‘To your knowledge, were these also members fi
6 Q. Early 19947 6 of the aftercare team? :
7 A. Myself, Father Joa Downey. Was Perko 7 A. Well, | accept that. | was trying to {
8 there by then? | suspect Perko. | don't think 8  remember who they were and | couldn't,
9  Kinnety (phonetic) was there yet. | would say 9 Q. Does this refresh your memory that they :
10  those three and myself. 10 were also on the aftercare team? .
11 Q. And at that point, Father Downey was the 11 A. To be perfectly honest with you, | still :
12 superlor; is that righi? 12 have no clear recollection, but l'l accept that
13 A. Correct. 13 they were. t
14 Q. And Father Downey never had any 14 Q. I'm not Implying that they were, §
16  conversations with you regarding restrictions on 15 A, Well - =
16  Father McGuire's behavior? 16 Q. I'm asking if it refreshes your memory as
17 A. No. 17 to whether or not -
18 Q. At this point in time, which room within 18 A. I'm just figuring that they wouldn't have
19  Canisius House did Father McGuire reside in? 19  gotten a copy of this If they were not.
20 A. The one at the back stairs, 20 Q. Fair enough. I'm not going to argue with
21 Q. Is that the one right off of the kitchen? 21 that conclusion at this point,
22 A. Yeah, 22 Bo you know whether or not Father Gschwend
23 Q. To your knowledge, is that the room he 23 was a member of the aftercare team?
24  always occupied -- 24 A, | think not.
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Q. Do you know what Father Gschwend's

1 1 whether it was, alcohol or God knows what.
2. position within the Jesuit order was at that point 2 Q. And at this point, you and Father McGuire
3 intime? 3 had lived together for several years in Canisius :
4 A. No. | think, I think he was the assistant 4 House; is that right? ;
5 for people that we mentioned earlier, people living 5 A. Correct.
6 outside the province. But he also, | think, 6 Q. Did you dine together for your evening ‘
7  assisted the provincial with -- because of his 7 meal?
8 background in -- and degree in psychology with 8 A. Rarely.
9 certain cases like this. But his exact title, | 9 Q. What about breakfast or lunch, did you eat
10  don't remember. 10 together?
11 Q. And does this refresh your memory as to 11 A. Rarely.
12 what type of treatment Father McGuire had 12 Q. Why is it that you wouldn't have a lot of
13  received -- 13 meals with him in the same house?
14 A. No. 14 A. Well, first of all, because he was very ;2
15 Q. --in 19947 15  often on the road. Secondly, because my schedule |}
16 A. No. 16  was totally different. 1 get up at 4:30 in the z
17 Q. Was it the fact that -- strike that. 17  morning, and I'm out of the house at 6:30. 1 go to
18 Did the fact that this memo came from 18  bed at 830 at night. When | came home after a day |
19  Father Gschwend indicate anything to you at that 19 at the office and Father McGuire and the Mission 1
20  time in terms of what type of problems Father 20  Fides people or whatever would be in the kitchen, f
21 McGuire might have been experiencing? 21 it would annoy the hell out of me. Don't put that :
22 A. No. 22 inthere. It would annoy me, and | would avoid j
23 Q. Do you recall how many meetings the 23 them, That's just an honest statement.
24  aftercare team had? 24 Q. That's all 'm asking for.
109 111 [
1 A. One. 1 And that's true in the early 1990s as well
2 Q. And was it on April 6th, 1994, by chance? 2  as later on in the 1990s and early 2000s? *
3 A. | have to assume fhat. 3 A, Correct.
4 Q. And do you remember anything about that 4 Q. Atthis point in 1994, was Father McGuire
5 meeting or what was discussed? 5  involved with the Mission Fides, F-i-d-e-s,
5 A. My understanding of the meeting was - and 8 organization? ) s
7  that's why 1 used the term support group -- 7 A. | believe, yes, because -- | don't :
8 Q. Right. ' 8 remember the date, but | do remembe  _, his i
g A. --was that if Don needed to talk to 9  brother, helped him set up that organization.
10  somebody, he would talk to the support group, | 10 Q. And do you recall any particular person g;
11 had no understanding that it was an oversight group 11 . other than Father McGuire who was involved with 7
12 in any way. , 12 that organization?
13 Q. And do you remember attending that 13 A. Oh, ves. }
14 meeting? 14 Q. What were the names? i
15 A. | remember attending the meeting. 15 ' L{sic), |
16 Q. What happened at that meeting? 16  think. - ; _ *and her hushand .
17 A. This person from wherever the institution, 17 -- | don't know if they actually had
18  you know — 1 wonder if he was even there. | think 18  officers to be honest with you. That's -- | think
19  he was or she was. | don't remember man or woman, 19  that's it. Anyway, they're the only ones | dealt 1
20  idon't remember the specifics to be honest with 20  with. }
21 you. Butmy sense was that we were 1o be his 21 Q. At some point, became |
22 support group if he had to talk to somebody. But | 22 1 is that right?
23 don"t remember that the -- | don't remember at all 23 A. | believe so - well, | don't believe so. :
24 that we were told what, in fact, the problem was, 24  Yes.
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Q. Was there typically a group meal at

1 1 Do you ses that?
2. Canisius House at any point? 2 A, Yes, ;
3 A. For the community? 3 Q. Bau, is that short for Father Baumann? i
4 Q. For the community. 4 A, That's correct. :
5 A, No, no. 5 Q. Father Baumann was the --
6 Q. Was there a weekly dinner that the - 6 A, The provincial.
7 A, No, 7 Q. - provincial at that time; is that right?
8 Q. Did you, for lack of a better term, 8 A, Correct. §
9  sociglize with Father McGuire at all during the 9 Q. He's now in South Africa; is that right? /
10 1990s7? 10 A. Correct. '
11 A. Oh, when he would come home from a trip, 11 Q. Do you know if he has any plans to come to 1
12 you know, | would ask him how things went, He 12  Chicago in the near future?
13 would tell stories. He was a funny storyteller and 13 A. Not that | know of. His health is not ;
14 funny. You know, we might spend ten or 15 minutes. £ 14  very good. ‘\
15 I'd ask him how It went, and he'd say fine. That 15 Q. ['m sorry {o hear that. 4
16 was it pretlty much. 16 That last - that paragraph we were just 3
17 Q. During the time that you were together at 17 referring fo indicates that Father Baumann did telt
18  Canisius House, were you ever informed of any 18  him that one step he wants taken immediately is g
19  restrictions on McGuire's behavior imposed by the 18 that the young men currently working for Don shouid |
20  Jesuits? 20  no longer be present in your residence at all,
21 A. Notthat | can recall, 21 Do you see that?
22 {(Whereupon, FLAHERTY Deposition 22 A. Yes, | do.
23 Exhibit No. 6 was marked for 23 Q. Do you know what that is referring fo?
24 identification.) 24 A, 1 assume what we've been talking about, i
113 115 |
1 BY MR. BROOKS: 1 that the young men working for Don should no longer £
2 Q. Father Flaherly, the court reporier has 2  be present in your residence,
3 handed you a two-page document, the first date of 3 Q. By your residence, thaf's referring to
4  which is December 18th, 2000, This is Bates 4  Canisius House, right?
6 stamped No. 11 through 12 with the caveat that 5 A. Canisius.House.
8 unlike the other docurments, this document the Bates 6 Q. And it says the young men currently
7 number is on the top right-hand corner rather than 7 working for Don, do you know specifically the names ’
8 the bottom. 8  of those young men it's referring to? ;
9 I'd ask you to teke a minute to review 9 A, ldonot, |donet, !
10  this e-mail chain, please. 10 Q. And during this time pericd -- and we've §
11 A. Wouid you repeat that? | was reading. 11 moved on some years from my last series of §
12 Q. SBure. That's what I'm asking you to do 12  questions. Now we're into 2000 -- did you see };
13 right now. Let me know when you're done reading 13 young men come in and out of Canisius House in :
14  the document. 14 connection with work they were doing for Donald
15 You received this document? 15  McGuire? . 3
16 A. lhave, 16 MR. HUEBSCH: Do you understand that question? [3
17 Q. it's an e-mail chain between Father Perko, 17 THE WITNESS: | understand that gquestion, but g
18  P-e-r-k-o, and Father McGum, M-c-G-u-r-n. 18 I'mfrying o put it in a time frame. 1 couldn't
19 My first question is whether or not you've 19  say. 5
20  seen this document before? 20  BYMR. BROOKS: :
21 A. Phave not. 21 Q. Atany pointin time, did you see young :
22 Q. The last paragraph of the first - or the 22 men go in and out of Canislus House? H
23 top e-mail in this chain starts with Bob B-a-u did 23 A. Prior to 20007 i
24 tell him, 24

MR. HUEBSCH: Let me pose an objection, When
: 116
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1 you're talking about come in and out of Canisius 1 A. No, ldon't. | can't put a date on it. :
2. House, do you actually mean enter and exit or do 2 Q.- All right. But based on this e-mail dated E
3 you mean present in the house? 3 Decembar of 2000, do you think that you saw young i
4 MR. BROOKS: Well, you're right. | can be more 4 men working for Don in the Canisius House prior fo i
5 precise -~ 5  that time? 3
5 MR. HUEBSCH: That was my - 8 A, I'm sure prior to that time. You know, %
7 MR. BROOKS: Tl be more precise with my 7 butlJust--1cannot put a start and stop date on ?
8 language. 8 it H
9 BY MR. BROOKS: , 9 Q. Fair enough, %
10 Q. Why don't we start there and ask the 10 Did anyone tell you around this date that E
11 question, do you remember — iet's start with the 11 Donald McGuire shoufd not have young men working  §
12 fime period of December of 2000 because that's what E12  for him in the Canisius House residence?
13  the specific e-mail refers to. 13 A. Not to my recollection.
14 - Do you remember at or about that time 14 Q. And as indicated on this e-mail, at that §
15 seeing young men present in the Canisius House in 15  time, Michae! Perko was the superior for Canisius :
16  connection with activities they were performing for 16 House?
17  Father McGuire? 17 A. Correct.
18 A. lreally can'tputa date on it. We 18 Q. Do you remember any conversations with
1@  talked before and 1 taikgd about how they were 18  Michael Perko regarding any restrictions put on !
20  there and it was an annoyance to me. But, you 20  Father McGuire's behavior? i
‘21  know, how often or when or the date’s would be 21 A. No.
22 beyond my recollection. 22 Q. Did you personally have any responsibility
23 Q. Let's explore that then. 23 for any oversight of Father McGulre at that time? \
24 You don't -- you do remember seeing young 24 A. No. ' '
117 118 |
1 men In the house who were working with Father 1 Q. Who had such responsibility? '
2  McGuire? 2 A. [Fanyone, the superior.
3 A. Oh, yes, 3 Q. Sothatwould be Michael Perko?
4 Q. But you don't remember either specifically 4 A. Uh-huh. i
5  or generally what time period you first starting 5 MR. BROOKS: Should we take a braak now? What |}
6 seeing young men in the house working with Father & timeisit? :
7 McGuire? 7 MR. HUEBSCH: 2:15.
8 A. No, 1 --1would have to say it was after 8 (A short break was taken.)
9  his operation. When he -- | forget what it was, g (Whereupon, FLAHERTY Deposition
10  either cataract or hip or knee or something like 10 Exhibit Nes, 7 & 8 were marked
11 that, and it was clear that he needed help. And it 11 for identification.} :
12 seemsto me - in fact, some reference was made to 12  BY MR. BROOKS:
13 itin one of these earlier letters that since he 13 Q. Father Flaherty, the court reporter has :
14  needed help and the parents had given permission, 14 handed you what's been marked as Exhibit 7, which
15  they were working with him. 15 is a February 13, 2001 memerandum from Rick MeGum
16 Q. Do you remember - 16  to Michael Perko with a carbon copy to Dick i
17 A. The dates, | can't put -- | can't say 17  Baumann, B-g-u-m-a-n-n. It refers in the first
18  whether it happened in '96 or '88 or 2000, 18  paragraph to ditectives the provincial is giving 3
19 Q. Right. I'm just asking to the best of 19 him. H
20 your abiiity as we sit here today what you recall. 20 My first question to you is, do you
21 I you don't recall, just let me know. 21 remember seeing directives given to Donald McGuire
22 A. That'sit, That's it. 22 ator about - on or about February 13, 20017 i
23 Q. Do you remember when Father McGuire had 23 A. ldonot :
24 the operation to which you're referring to? 24 Q. Did you discuss any such directives with
118
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1 1 the same fime as Father McGuire, no one ever told g
2. A. |did not. 2 you that there were any directive issues with
3 Q. Or did you discuss any such directives 3  regard to Father McGuire's behavior? 2
4  with either Father Baumann or Father McGurn? 4 A. No, to my - %
5 A. No, 5 MR. HUEBSCH: Objection, asked and answered E
6 MR. BROOKS: Off the record. 6 twice. But go ahead and answer it again, i
7 (A short break was taken.) 7 THE WITNESS: Not to my recollection. IE
8 BY MR BROOKS: 8 BY MR. BROOKS: ;
g Q. Let me hand you what's been marked as 9 Q. Did anyone show you the directives - B

10  Exhibit No. 8, which is a one-page document witha §10 A. Absolutely not - ;f

11 Bates No. 1239 which is entitled Directives. 11 Q. Let me finish. }@;

12 A, Oh, it probably goes with the letter we 12 MR. HUEBSCH: Walt a minute. ;

13 justsaw. 13 {A short break was taken.) %

14 Q. Thatis the conclusion I'm makmg given 14  BY MR. BROOKS: . :

15  that the date - 15 Q. These written directives that we see here i

16 A. Yeah, 16 on Exhibit No. 8 were not distributed to you; ls

17 Q. -- of signature here is February 13th, 17 that right?

18 2001, 18 A. Not to me. i

10 MR. TOOMEY: Is that 87 19 Q. Do you know whether it went to anybody ;

20 MR. BROOKS: Yes. 20 else in the Canisius House? r

21 BY MR. BROOKS: : 21 A. No.

22 Q. Have you looked at this document? 22 Q. Did anyone ever tell you that Donald

23 A. lhave. 23 McGuire was not to spend a night in the same room

24 Q. Do youknow why these directives were 24 with any man or woman under the age of 30 years

: 121 123 |;

1 issued? 1 old? i
2 A No, aside from the fact that the 2 A No |
3 provincial was unhappy with his performance, | 3 Q. Did anyone ever tall you that Donald .
4  think. 4 McGuire was not to have or utilize an exscutive "
5 Q. They were unhappy wlth his performance or 5 assistant in the performance of his duties or s
6 unhappy with his behavior? 6 ministries? s
7 MR, HUEBSCH: The question originally was, do 7 A. No. ;
8  you know why this was issued? 8 Q. Did anyone ever tell you that Donald “
9 .THE WITNESS: | do not. 8  McGuire was not to have assistance in his Jesuit

10 BY MR. BROOKS: 10 rosidence?

11 Q. And other than reviewing the 11 A. No. [

12 February 13th, 2001 memorandum, which has been 12 Q. Do you recall seeing any of Donald

13  marked as No. 7, do you know who was involved with | 13 McGuire's assistants in his residence after

14  issuing these directives? 14  February 13th, 20017

15 A. Well, it iooks to me iike -- what does it 15 A, | can't honestly answer the gquestion with

16  say there? | presented him with the directives the 16  the date, no.

17  provincial is giving him. That's all | know. 17 Q. Did Father McGuire frequently have

18 Q. That's your conciusion based on your 18  assistance in the Canisius residency during the

19 review of No, 77 18 time that you two lived together?

20 A. Correct, 20 A, Well, yes, when he was back from his

21 Q. Do you have any independent knowledge as 21 trips. You know, the Mission Fides people would be

22 to why these directives were issued? 22 over at the house, whether — whatever you want to

23 A.. 1do not. 23  call them, assistants or not.

24 Q. And while you were at Canisius House at 24 Q. When we say Mission Fides people, we're
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Yf\b% { I~ i Tebruary 55. 1962
gi{h"‘ Qf‘ ) oo R
/\ Dear Father Pminnigi; ;
P.C. .
The Instractor of the Tertianship
in Mmnster has writien to Rome calling sttention tgithe grest
difficulty of mon coming to tertlanship without safflclent knowledge
of the lenguage end has mentionsd in particulsr Father HoGuire of
the Chicago Provinde, It is sald that Father spent-stme weeks 4n
wiwseemiTith whore he practically kept aloof from Ours, took up. yery '
narrow contegts with a faolly, whoed “fyiend® snd -Yson® hs bacmma; nll
ander the title of Jesming Oormam. - o L
- I don't know mythdng more sbout thls witter than ;:Cnis
report which was givtm ke by the Oorman Assiétmate o

Romo is st411 talking elout the mi;manﬁon of thb

~ book on the Coungil by Fother Lombnrdl. 'Ihecgope wgs fupset by 1t.
These matters -should heve gons thrvugh the rogolar thamelg of :
postulata and commispions end not bromght up after: ‘the Commlnsdone have
practically finishod their work, However, tHoss unfxiendly to the
Sccisty elso wars sble to pet theit' hand inte the mat.ter. We choold

b= po cmi\)l t,hoem days. i

- o F .

Asking & remombrance in ytmr hol;g msuea anrl prayaxs, I

TEmain

*
[

Sincerely in (.!hrisﬁ,

ool
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EXHIBIT 3

LVPevcrend and Dear Father Provineisl, P.C.

I feel the serioug obligation to give yau pome informations sbout

Fr. Donald J. Hclbuire. Vhen I wel you lzst summer in.Aurora you told me
your sorrow that he might not finish his doctoral work at time. So you geve
him time to do it enly until next February. And I-promised you to care thnt
he works and keepos this terw. How 1 see clearly that { can not Tulfil this
prowiee and that he certainly will nol finish his work within that time.
Begides, you sfked vs for informetions sbout Pr.lleGuire in order to his Lrst
Yows. e gave 1lhem, bul when 1 zent them 1 wanted to write you en additional
letter with more detailed informalions., I em sorry that I could noat do thot-
earlier because I hpd s5till to make clear sowe points that hod come out in
the 1ast time. After = long talk I had with him (for several hours) I must

. ylet yow know the following things: .

Fr.¥cGuire lives complelely out of the community. For the lnsi monthe

. tanies and so on, elthough 1 garped him seriously.seversl Vimes. I do not see
him mypelf for weeks and bardly cen reach, him. One of the rensons is that he
doesn’t feel - vwell, he somrtimes suffers from his stomach. But nnother more
important. remson is that he seems to be dlassiisfied here with everything,
he is depressed end criticizes, with paTtly most exaggersted *epronches, the
conficions here in this house ~nd this province. That was mot so much So in
the, former yesrs btul il hpns developped, a2s it seems to me, during the last
months in a very bad way.

It seems to be cod¥cted with his dissatisfection with his own work, Re
deoesn't really go on; I do not kmow myself if and koo much he works. He ebso-
lutely insisted in chenging the subject of his thesis gnd to bvegin a nev one.
After, more than two yeers he has been here I hnve not yet seen anything written
not even a sketch of his thesis, So I really have no iden what he is doing pnd

I ¢un hardly benr the responsisibility for his studies, T have the impression
that he flees from his duty and cares for many other thinga he hes nothing to
ﬂo T,"i‘],h. —— e L R T b . .- - . - . N

In this connection is another @ifficulty that msde plready some serious

. gorrous. He has (or hzd)} much relations with several boys, particulerly some
boys who mork in our kitchen and -who used to go to his room. Me especially
anred for one of these boy (e boy of 15 or 16 years) who vas anite fresuently
with him, oo much that some rumors pnd suspicions nrose, also cmong leymen,
for instence our gook who could observe these thinga, I bave, n3 well ns 1
could, exemined these things ~nd I am convinged that there didn't hroven any-
thing bad, on the contrary, thet Fr.licbuire uwsed %o care for this boy in p
priestly and apostélic intention. Dut certainly he did to wuch (vhet wne not
nis duty} in a most imprudent woy.

The mosi ipprufent was that be took this boy mith him vhen he vent lest
summer for several weeks to Ireland. I hadn't %nown anything that FPr.dcluire
wanted to go there; nor had he asked our Fr.Frovinciel Tor this permission,

e only told Fr.i-inister thct he wes going there. But he net even iold our
Fr.7inister (vho is the immediate superior of the hYoys employed in the house)
that this boy is going with him. And the boy, from his part, concealed it
cerefully, telling lies to Fr.Winister. There is no wonder that some bad syg.
apicions came out. But only noe, a short 1ime ago, I leprned that this Yoy
was (already about the month of September) cslled to the Police snd esked there
about that travel, if there happened anyihing bad and so on. It seems (rs fuy
as I know) that the boy answered the guestions so inmocently thet the Polige
dropped the suspicions and did not further prosecutie them. So it seems for ypaqg)
moment ihai the thing hso no further consequences. But I am not sure a% nly,

E)?Aﬂ (since September) he mever weg seen at merls, in the kecreation, in the li-
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1 time you met Don McGuire? 1 A. The only thing | knew was Father McGuire:
2. A. The first time | met him was in practice 2 was a friend to his mother and Father McGuire was
3 teaching at Loyola Academy in 1965, summer of "65, 3 helping her a little bit and also helping
4 Q. Sounds like a song. 4 getready to go to Loyola Academy.
5 ~ Was he a scholastic at the time? 5 Q. How old do you think ‘was?
8 A. No,no. He-was a priest. 6 A. He was probably 12, 13 years old at that
7 Q. You were a schotastic? 7 time,
8 A. 1was a scholastic. 8 Q. So an eighth grader at the time?
2 Q. This s the first fime 1 am hearing about 9 A. Either eighth grader or just a freshman.
10  Loyolg Academy in terms of an assignment that you 10  Butlwas teaching al eighth graders in that
11 might have received. 11 practice summer. '
12 Did you just teach there in a summer? 12 Q. That's the remedial summer?
13 A. Correct. It was the preparation for going 13 A Yes. Exactly.
14  to Cincinnati. 14 MR. McGUIRE: Not that | have experlence with
15 MR. PEARLMAN: I'm sorry. Did he say when? 45 it, gentiemen. '
16 MR. McGUIRE: Yes, 1965. 16 THE WITNESS: For some, if's an advanced
17  BY MR. McGUIRE: - 17  summer, too. Some guys go in the excel program,
18 Q. Did you have any sorf of time alone with 18 MR. McGUIRE: That's not my experience, but
19 Don McGuire where you discussed -- well, let me ask 19 anyway...
20  this question. Was 'ha aver in charge of your 20 THE WITNESS: You're right.
21  formation? 21 But he was totally on his own. It was
22 A No. . 22  just a private tutoring about an hour a day | spent
23 Q. Did you ever have a discusslon with him 23 with him on Englih.
24  about formation? 24
73 75
1 A. No. 1 BY MR. McGUIRE:
2 Q. Can you describe the character and nature 2 Q. How did you come to get that assignment?
3 of your contact with him during that one summer in 3  Were you assigned by a regent there?
4 19657 4 A. ldon't remember how I got it.
5 A. llived in the same community with him, 5 Q. Do you remember meeting his mother at all?
6 Woe were probably 44 Jesuits. There were probably 6 A No. | did not meet his mother.
7 12 scholastics; some were in the same program | was 7 Q. Were you teaching him English?
8 of practice teaching, some were there who probably 8 A Yes. See, that's what | was practice
8 were regents at Loyola Academy at the time, just 8 teaching. Ithink that's how | gotit, but | don't
10  didn't go away for the summer, 10 know that for sure.
11 ‘My one contact with him was | was tutoring 11 Q. You don't speak Polish, do you?
12  astudent that was Polish and needed some help with 12 A. No, [ don't.
13  English. And | tutored him after | was finished 13 Q. How was his English?
.14 teaching for about an hour a day for that summer. 14 A. It was fairly -- 1 mean we could
15 - Q. Was that gentleman’s name ? 15 communicate, so it wasn't like he didn't know any
16 A, Its. That's the only name | know. 16  English.
17 MR. PEARLMAN: Off the record. 17" Q. When you tutored him, was It essentially
18 MR. MeGUIRE: Sure, off the record. 18  one-on-one sessions?
19 (Discussion off the record.) 19 A Ttwas.
20 BY MR. McGUIRE: 20 "Q, To your knowledge, where were these
21 Q. This “fellow, do you have an 21  one-on-one sessions conducted; library, classroom? |
22 understanding or awareness of his background? : 22 A. Probably a classroom, more than likely a J
23 A. Atthat time? 23 classroom.
24 Q. Yes. 24 < Q. But you don't have a specific memory? - 5

T T R R T T SR TPy ey

s S e 1,

o e R SRR ST e Lt

PR E P e

19 (Pages 73 to 76)

inc,
(312) 263 0052



. responsibility was t?

certainly didn't tell me to do it. | know that.

Y T

1 1
2. A, | think it was the parent's responsibility 2 MR, McGUIRE: Pl mark and identify as
3  or the victim's responsibility to come forward. -3 Plaintiff's Exhiblt Number 14 a letter from.
4 Q. Okay. Gofif. 4  tothe provincial dated 5/11/93.
5 - A. That's how | perceived it. 5 {Whereupon, Daly Deposition
8 Q. That's fine, 6 Exhiblt No, 14 was marked for
7 | will have to come back to the notes 7 identification.)
& later. 8 . BY MR. McGUIRE:
9 MR. McGUIRE: | am going to mark and identify ] Q. Do you remember seeing that letter?
10  forthe record as Plaintiff's Exhibit Number 13 the 10 A. Yes,|do,
11 July 3, 1993 letier from to the 11 Q. They gave you a history with that family's
12 provincial and the witness. 12 Involvement with Don MeGuire; Is that correct?
13 "~ (Whereupon, Daly Deposition 13 A. Correct.
14 Exhibit No. 13 was marked for 14 Q. Does anything in that history sort of ring
15 Jdentification.) 15 any bells for you, alarm bells? i
16 BY MR. McGUIRE: 16 A |think it was that whole strange '
17 Q. Sir, 1 was wondering if you would just 17 relationship betweer and Father McGuire and
18 ook at that and tell me if you recognize it 18  how they saw reactions from McGuire that were
19 A. lrecognize it, yes. They were the 18 pretty strong from what he was saying, and then ‘
20  concerns they brought forward. 20 even getting defensive and then somehow challenging
21 Q. And you had mentioned that the primary 21 how much the son needed him.
22 thing that you were interested in is responding to 22 Q. And after reading this letter, was it one
23 complaints, as the father, correct? 23 of your impressions that essentially this conduct
24 A. Yes. 24 had gone on for some time between Don MeGuire and
189 191
1 Q. One of the complaints and one of the 1 the child and that the parents were leaming of it
2 things that _was advocating through his lawyer 2 much later down the road in the relationship?
2 lguess,: . is on the first page, 3 A, Yes.
4 Number 5. One of the things they were asking for 4 Q. And based cn your past experience and your
5 s that any others potentially involved with Father 5 Involvement in the province as a socius, isn't it
6 McGuire be contacted and provided pastoral care. 6 true that usually the parents are the last to leam
7 Now, | understand what you say about how 7 about what's going on between a child and a
8 you think it's the parent's reasoning and their B potentially -- an ephebophile priest or a sexual
8 responsibility. Buf given that you wanted to 9  predator of minors?
10  satisfy and this was one of his conditions, 10 A. 1 didn't know enough about that to be very
11 - did you affirmatively act to contact anybody eise 11 honest to say what the pattern would be,
12 who might be associated with Father McGuire? 12 Q. At this point in time, you have
13 A. No, | did not. 13  indications in this letter that the parents were
14 Q. Any particular reason why not? 14  finding out after the fact about the abuse that's
15 A. | think no more than | told you a moment 15  being alleged here, correct?
16 ago. | think we basically thought if there is 16 A, Yes,
17  something that they feel is serious and want to 17 Q. So my guastion to you would be
18  make an allegation, it's their responsibifity. Qur’ 18  understanding that this is the relationship that
19  responsibility is not to invite that kind of a 18 Don McGuire might have with this child and some
20 response at that time. | think that was my 20 other children, why would you not translate that
21  thinking. ‘ 21 inte case and affirmatively contact him as
22 And | don't know what Father Schaeffer : "had asked to be done?
23 said to any of that either, to be honest. | don't 23 I know you had stated eerier you thought
24 24  thatit was the parent's responsibility. But what

know if he said don't bother about it, He
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1 MR. HUEBSCH: What number are we talking about‘? 1 Q. |was going to ask you whether or not you

2. MR, MeGUIRE: Exhibit 21. 2 believed it?

3 MR. HUEBSCH: This one? 22. 3 A. [ really don't.

4 MR. McGUIRE: Yes, 22, 4 Q. That's fine.

5 THE WITNESS: Yes. This could be from that, 5 There is a fiitle note to the left-hand

6 BYMR. McGUIRE: 6 side of that section that 1 just mentioned to you. . |

7 Q. You Just transctibed the handwriting to 7 It says problem with Society, ’

8 the typewritten? 8 A. Yes, :

9 A. Correct. g Q. Again, you are not talking about soclety i
10 Q. Now, if you look at your handwritten 10 in general; you are talking about the Society of -%?
11 notes, it says here just right above the biack bar 11 Jesus? |
12 testing supports letter. | believe that's what it 12 A. Society of Jesus, meaning Don has a j
13 says — tel me If ' wrong -- and then lifelong 13 problem with the Society, :
14 situation. 14 Q. Is that you telling him that? - !
15 Is that what that says? 15 A. No. He's telling me he has a problem with  |;
16 A. Yes. That's what it says.. 16  the Society.
17 Q. This Is your handwriting? 17 Q. Can you read for me this little section %
18 A, Yes. 18  down here? %
19 Q. And this was taken during the conversation 19 A Titry. . & - told

20 you had with Don McGuire? 20 him they have seen his behavior -- and it looks
21 A. 1 think so, yés, 21 Ilike involved with hospital -- :
22 Q. And as you sit here today, that was your 22 Q. Right.
23 understanding of the testing and analysis that you 23 A. -- university setting, private groups, *
24 received either from 5t. John Vianney or from 24  chaplains. '

281 283 |

1 8t Luke's regarding Don McGuire's condltlon'? 1 Q. To the right?

2 A. Yes. 2 A. The next one, that is a word that ! had

3 Q. Alifelong situation? 3 not heard. It's frotteurism. That's not spelled

4 A. Yes, 4  correctly | don't think. Then frotteurism, looking

5 Q. ltsays here Don says that John Hardon has 5  upin psychiatric -~

& exonerated him, totally exonerated? 6 Q. Dictionary? 5

7 A. Yes. 7 A. - dictionary, right. It's a kind of g

8 Q. s that what Don's belief was? &8 sexual disorder. Thaf's one of the things ! do g

9 A. Yes, 9 remember from that in general at St. John Vianney, |
10 Q. Now, there is another statement just below 10  is using that term and that It was the touching of g
11 that that says all his history is officially — and 11 skin; not necessarily the touching of genitals, but  |!
12 fcan'tread it, 12 the touching of skin and wanting that kind of ‘
13 A. Itlooks like debunked, but 1 really don't 13 ¢loseness and feeling.
14  know what that means, 14 Q. Is that something you isamed after you E
15 Q. s that maybe Don is saying that whatever 15  took these notes? *
18 history you guys have in his file, you guys meaning 16 A. Yeah, | did. é,
17  the province - 17 Q Did you also learn that there was sexual :
18 A, Yes, it could mean that. 18  arousal connected with that touching of skin? i
18 Q. -is debunked by Hardon's exoneration in 19 A Right. | don't think ) everted to that ‘
20 his perspective? 20  much at the time, but yes.

21 A, Right. 21 Q. Gotit. Ckay.

22 Q. Do you remember that conversation with Don  § 22 MR. McGUIRE: Let's move on to Plaintiffs :
23 McGuire, him saying that to you? 23 Exhibit Number 24 that | am marking and identifying |
24 A No, | do not, 24 as being the 12/20/93 letier to you, sir, from :
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My comments on Fr, MeGuire

(Th&B§3 are 0ot in dinereasing or decreasing order...just as I recall
them,

1. SCHOOL

Inmumerable instances (thoroughly docwmented by students, cther
feachers, counsslors...snd even by his own adelssion) of
phyoicely etrildng the students. There 15 an explicit and
froquently anncunced policy against this...for obvlous reabons,

He 1B not chalrman of ihe dep#irtment, but nsurps ihdp awtharity,
congiders the Honers Course his business only, mad declarses o
the laymen in the dopariment that he hires and fives them, en
that they are responsible to him,

Hever responds to the counssling offices in requests for commants
on students, for pirposss of college writeups mnd the 1ike.

(Cf. Bob Humbert's letter in this regard, and his answer.) .

Contrary to an oxplicit policy of the schocl, lets out keys to
sele ¢t students, Has z couple of sirange poople who are con-
stantly around him, who are practically his slaves. Sowrce of
r groat deal of admiration, |
who ig the boy he brought over from Cermany with him,) )

Hag been quobed to me by several of the lay teachers (often, T
should add) as publicly stating that all the rest of the staff,
Leachers and espscially administrators, are lncompatont gnd
peasanty, (He coment,)

Frequerttly not at class, though he will inslst that he glves them
work to do. There 1s one lay teather who must be ready at any
time to step in for him, but he never lmows when or ab what point

. in the text, etc,

He simply took over what umed to be couvnselors offices and made
them into his own private complex, Hs calls it the Classics de-
pertment, but the departmernt members feel no freedom to use it
exocept at his whim, He has it thoroughty stocked with the classies
books he brought from Milford's library...he says, with Carl
Moehl's olkay. Maybe so. They were acquired "for our ljibrary,"
but have pnover been acceszioned nor allowed to be put on the
ShBlV’eB-

Was suppoged to teach Senior Theology this year; just did not, and
insiste he was never told to do so. This is Just not so.

I think nearly everyone on the staff...teachers, administrators,
elerke, . and nearly every student mnd many of the parents have, at
one time or another, been subject te¢ his repes, He ecannot be
questioned on anything without a viclent reaction of demial., See
Bob Bunbert's letter to him apd his xeply as one of the milder
samples. Thert is geawine fesr of him in the minds of nany.

The letter from the ex-siudent is an instanece in point end
should clardify one aspect of what I am saying,

I would not suggest, Tom, that his denials of charges or his refusal to
submit to any sort of muestioning, even the mildest, mey not be subjectively
Justified, I used to think he protested too much; I think it is just that
he dives in such an atistic world that he feels totally righteous about it,

One other thing, he has often allowed his friends to remain over night
in the offices (Room 222), In fact, . - , as I understand it,
practically lived there for a long streteh, He insists this is not so,
and gets cubrsged if you suggest it.

00520
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2. COIMUNITY

For a few days, at the beginning of the year after I had told him
of my cooversatiens with Herv, he showed up ab meals. Before and
gifice, he nover comes to a coummity mesl.

He qttemdod oho or two of the commmnity meetings at the beglnmipg,
‘and ‘was prasent. gt o weekend at Aurcra. Sinbeo then, nothing.

I riover know when be B in. Hip howrs are mighty strange, to say
the least. Often I have meon notes on hie door for sevarzl duys,
cno or two days at least. And, slthough I live directly across
the carridor from him, I have not physically seen him faor better
than two weeks. Of course, that could be my fawlt,..or, at least,
I am pure he will think so.

I don't resall his ever asking permisgion for monsy...cerbazinly he
has nover asked me. I have occasionally recelved bille for cer
rantals, for which neither I ner John Henry gave him permission. !

- Almost everyono in the commmity, Tom, has at one time or ancther
expressed concern over his independence, and rebuked me (quite
correctly) foxr the things "he pets away with," 7T have nearly every
time browght up to him whatever complaints I have recedived; but I
get awfully tirved of having my head blown off when I do it...s0 1
have sissied cut on it lately, Honestly, though this may sBeem like
and Hay actualhr be a rationalizatien, I den't feel it does any
zood, He' simply demies the major, and usually vehemently. Or, if
the argument does proceed, I uwsually wimd up being the one in the -
wrang, Hard to keep the issue straight.

- !

In short, Tom..,I really don't like to limt things, as though I've been
keeping tobs. I haven'*t, These things are off the top of my head, to a
great extent. I find it hard, ia fact, to reimin such things in my mind,

Anyway, it isn't so wuch a question of creating a Mtany which, when it ‘
acquires a eertain weight, solves the problem. Ii's mere a situation in :
which attitude, spproach, life-style,..what you will...are just so tho- ‘
roughlty out of key and out of gear, that it is destaructive. Don Lrankly
leads bhis own life, expresses z grest deal of conlempt from time to time
sbout everyene else, and is unapproacheble in terms of trying to achieve
any sort of compromise or working adjustment. .

Well, that's about it. If I can eleborate, I'll try,

JHR
/2770
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MEMO TO FILE

RE:  Ft. Don McGuire and -

The following Is a record of my phone call with | _ ron Oclober 20, 2003.

Prior lo the phone cal, 1 nad called Loyola Acaderny sometime Yast week or the
week before. His call came into the Loyola Academy switchboard saying. he needed to talk to
somebody. The call was referred 1o Robin Hunt who, in tum, referred it to Fr. Ted Munz. Fr.
Munz relaled that said hat his relationship wilh Fr, Don McGuire predated
Loyola Academy. He is a native of Germany and he and his parent met Fr. McGuire when Fr.
McGulire was siudying in Germany.,

parents were very genefous tg Fr. McGuire. With items of food and
medications and olher personal care. rremembers that Fr. MoGuire starled
abusing him al this time. Fr, Munz did not know how it was thal he came to Loyola Academy
bui when there, Fr, McGuire made continuous threals of deportation it

did not do what he wanted him to do. Fr, Mupz believed that he was referring lo both physicat
and sexual abuse,

graduated and lefl Loyola Academy and spent many years trying to gel away
from Fr. McGuire bul stayed on his mailing list and had been kying 1o get off the mailing fist
ever since. | s parents carne over from Germany and Fr, McGuire renewed his
contacts with themn. +1old Fr. Munz that he wrole the provincial and the

- response he gol was “we'll pray for you.” Fr. Munz said that. r would really ike

1o talk with the province, that he has no big beef with Loyola Acadery. He's more upset with
the provinge, and he's not represented by any atlomey. is upset that his
parents were never appreglated by Fr. McGuire presurmably because they were not weallhy.
Fr. Munz asked ~if he had any knowledge of anyone at Loyola Academy who
had been abused. @ . +saidno bul that he did know Victor Bender.,

Fr. Gschwend called ! “al his work in Dallas, TX. said that it
was probably aboul the yaar_2001 after the reception of one of Fr. McGuiré's pre-printed, pre-
signed letlers that i T infliated contact with the province offices. Basically be said
he wanted lo get off Fr, McGuire's mailing list, Fr, Gschwend asked “to give
him @ brief history of his ‘association with Fr. McGuire, He said they first met in Munich in 1961
when - ~was part of a youth group that used lo camp in southem Bavaria, He
said his group was the oldest in age and would come 2 week early and set up the tents and
prepare the sites. He was given a key 1o the church {presumably a town church in the middle of
Ihe camps) and It was his chore to open the church and sel up the altar and hat he was
assigned 1o Fr. McGuire because he had studied Engiish and was able to speak with him. Gpe
thing led to another and he became associated with . Tamily, there was alot of

tatk abowl his studies, about food, and the end resuMt was thal® "ended up
making frequenl trips from his nouse to Innsbruck with food and other thinas thal Fr. McGuire
needad--all of which were gills from his parenis. To this date is hothered thal

Fr. McGulre's letters never acknowledged his parenls as being among his major contributors.

EXHIBIT 6
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He thinks probably because they were not wealthy. Fr. McGuire's letiers were always taking

about his programs, his travels, and his looking for support for his relreals and travels from the
people he wrote 1o,

‘ ‘ .
_— said that he al one lime had about 2 ¥ years of therapy bacause of his
assoclation with Fr. McGuire. He sald there was a period of time where he could not have a
quist day of teaching without a call from Fr. McGuire making a request for the use of his car o
something else. He remembers lending his car 1o Fr. McGuire and seelng 1 unused parked in
front of the Jesuit Resldence for long periods of time, When asked how he had come to Loyola
Academy, sald thal he came In 1965 and was there unlil 1866. He came on
an immigration visa. Ha lived wilth Fr, MzGuire's sister and mother until his mother died. After
ihat he stayed living with them at 1041 Loyola Avenue unlii he lved at Gonzaga House which
had been purchased by toyola U, :
When asked about the period at Lovola Academy, said ha drove back and
forth with Fr. McGuire's sister,’ _untit Fr. McGuire kepf insisting *| naed him here, |
need his help,” Gonsequently from Monday through Friday he lived at Loyola Academy and
slept In a chair. If there were times that | had no time 1o study, ke would take me down 1o the
ofiice and show me the test. When asked whether there had been sexuval abuse at this time,
he said he had no specific memories of that but there was conlinuat psychological and physical
sbuse. Fr. McGuire bit him several times.

*

. is not inlerested In enjoining a lawsult He sald everything in America Is for
the quick buck these days and i againstit. Fr. Gschwend asked if he would be undergoing
counselling and hé sald that he bas signed up for 26 sessions through his work and his co-pay
will be $30. He also said that al one time In the '60°s he had purchased a car for Fr. McGliire
and what with his counseliing 34 years ago which he estimates to have been about $6500, he
figuras his totals on behall of Fr. McGuire have been In the nelghborhood of $9800,

-

Fr. Gschwend asked about his present living situation, : sald his wife has

pulmonary hypertension and that as well as paylng for a daytime caretaker, he himseif neads to
be. horne each evening 1o mix her medications which have to be mixed each 24 hours,

Althe end of the telephone intepview, Fr. Gschwend asked him if it was Fr. Munz's letter which
occasioned his call at this time. He said no. Semeona who knew him called him around
Octobar 10" or 11™ and told him about the news items refating to Fr. McGulre. And so they
thought he should Know. Fr. Gschwend asked il the province atiomey, Mr, Toomey, could cal!
him and perhaps visit him and was quite agreeable to that,

Ja}neé P. Gschwend, 5.4
October 20, 2003

Atiéchment ~- copy of Méy 26, 1999 leter {referred to above) from Provincial to

co DR
Edward W, Schmidt, S.l.
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1 things, sir. 1 effect, butl can't remember the words he used.

2 A, Okay. 2 Q. Okey. ls (here anything else about that

3 Q. Was he more specific other than using the % conversationwith:  «that you remember?

4 ferm "pervert to describe Father McGuire? 4 A, He was very nervous, very hesitant to say

5 A. When he used that word, | tried to focus §  thens, not guite sure what he wanted fo say,

6 In. He sald, yes, he had sexvally mistreated him, B Q. Did you beligve

7 lforgot ~ that's not the correct word, but that's 7 A, | believed something was wrong.

8  what it came down to. 8 Q. And why did you come to that conclusion?

9 Q.—And-didhe deseribe.to yor any of the. 9 A, Just by his manner, He wasn't a kid in
10 specific Instances of sexual mistreatment? 10  school that got in any trouble.
1M A. No, 11 Q, What, if anything, did you do after
12 Q. Do you recall anything eise about this 12 speakingto’  aboul Father McGuire?

13 conversatlon with about anything else having 13 A. | left himin ihe office where we were

14  been said during It, for example? 14  1alking, and Y went and made a phone call to the

15 A. He wus very — things said? 16  Jesuits at Loyola Academy.,

16 Q. Right, 16 Q. And 1 realize it's an event that took

17 A. He was very — nothing he said 17  place almost 40 years ago, bul that belng sald, do

18  specHically. Thatwas part of the problem. He 18 you remerber who at Loyola Academy you spoke with?

19 was trying to get it out. He couldn't do it, 19 A 1asked to speak to the rector or whoever

20 Q. Did he strike you as being afreid to talk 20  was Incharge. ) didn’t have any names. The

21 toyou? 21 persen kgot at the time ~ first it was a phone

22 A. Canyou rephrase that a little? 22  call. twas somebody who sald he was vice

23 Q. Sure. Let me back up abit, 23  whataver position he had, Second In command my

24 Do you know why it is that came to 24  Impression was. !
17 19

1 talk to you at this tme? 1 Q. Does vice chancellor sound right?

2 A. Because he was having this prohlem. 2 A. No. The rector or superior or something ’

3 Q. Did he tell you whether he had spoken to 3 like that, but) don'i remember. ;

4 anybody else about it? 4 Q. |take it you don't remember that

5 A. | don't recall him saying specifically. 5 genlleman’s narme?

8 Q. Do you remember how old was al this 8 A No,|donot.

7 time? 7 Q. Do you remembsr anything that was said in

& A. Iwould guess 15, but that's a guess. He &  Ihat conversation?

g  was in sophomore year, if | remember correctly. So 9 A | expiained the situation fo this parson, |
10 I'mguessing 15, 10 and | was told that the president or whatgver his :
1 Q. And cther than what you've already 11 office was would get back to me, the head man,

12 described, what else did he tell you about his 12 Q. Do you remember if anything slse was said !
13 relationship with Father McGuire? 13 inthat conversation?

14 A. He used that word "pervert.” 14 A. Not much. Mo, nothing of any substance,

15 Q. Alright. Did . indicals to you that 15 Q. Allright What did you do after having

16 e had spoken to any Jesuit officlals about the 16 that conversation?

17 abuse? 17 A Went back and talked fo told him to

18 A Not that| reczll. 18  make sure that his father knaw what was going on.
19 Q. Did . tell you anything ahout spending 19 lalready knew his mother was deceased. His father
20  the night in Father McGuire's room at Loyola? 20 knew what was going on. And when | heard from the
21 A Again, I'm not sure — it's vague. | 21 Jesults, | would be in touch with him,

22 don't want to siy yes or no. 22 Q. And did you hear from the Jesuils?

23 Q. Do you have a vague memory of - 23 A Yes, that same day.

24 A Vague memory of saylng something to that

Q. Do you remember who contacted you?

R e e
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1 A. The only time 1 did, there was a mesting 1 A. [don't remember,
2 at Loyola Academy In the spring of '70. He was 2 Q. Did the Jesuits ask you to do anything
3 there. 3 during this mesting of spring of 1970 with regard
4 Q. Between November of 1969 and this meseting 4 to the McGulrg situation?
5  intha spring of 1970, did you have any other 5 A. No.
6 conversation with & Q. And did you do anything after this meeting
7 A. No. 7 wilh the Jesulis?
8 Q. Do you remamber more specifically when 8 A. No.
... this mesiing at 1 oyola Acadesmy fook place? it} ... Did vou have any other conversation with
10 A. Date and month, no, 10  any Loyola Academy or other Jesuft officlal
1 Q. And how is it that you went to Loyola 11 regarding 1 or Falher McGulre after the gpring
%2 Academy for this meeting? 12 of 1970 meeling? f
13 A if remember correctly, the Jesulis 13 A No.
14  called me and said there was a meeting, come on 14 Q. Did you maintain any refatlonship of any
15  out. 15 kind with : moving forward from 19707
16 Q. Do you remember who from the Jesuits - 16 A. No. ]
37 A No. 17 Q. Did , continue to come to your church
18 Q. - called you? 18  until 19727
19 Was this the third phone call that you had 19 A. No.
20 with the Jesuits reganding Father MeGulre or had 20 Q. Did you ever speak to Donald McGuire agaln
21 there been cther phone calls in between your second 21 after that {irst -~ strike that,
22 phone call with Father Reinke and this one? 22 Did you speak to Father McGuire after the
23 A. Those were the only phone calls, 23  in-person conversation that took place that you've
24 Q. So as we sit here today, you remember 24  already described?
25 27 |
1 three phone calls with the Jesuits; is that right? 1 A No. Pardon me, no.
2 A. Correct, 2 Q. Al some point many years laler, you were
3 Q. And you described them all to us now? 3 contacted by somebody regarding the Father McGuire
4 A. Yes. 4 situatlon; is that right?
5 Q. Tell me what you remember about that 5 A. Thaf's comrect, é
6  meeling with the Jesuils in the spring of 1970. 6 Q. Do you remember when that contact was made |
7 A. Not much. | remembey it being sald that 7  and who made it?
8  they were working on the situation, and that's 8 A It's been since I've been at St Mary's.
9  about all | remember hearing in the meeting, that | 9  And the first contact was Tim Toomey. | dont i
10 canrecall. 10 remember the exact when.
11 Q. You don't recali what they told you in 11 Q. Allright, Before we getinto that, I'm
12 terms of how they were working on {he situation? 12 golng to mark an exhibit.
13 A, | don't remember any details belng given. 13 {Whereupon, Schlax Deposition
14 Q. Do you remember being told at that meeting 14 Exhibit No. 1 was marked for
15  orsomehow learhing at thal meeting that 15 identiflcation.)
16  Father McGuire was no longer leaching at Loyola? 16 BYMR. BROOKS:
17 A. lcan't say for sure, 17 Q. Father, tha raporter marked a two-paga
18 Q. Did you take any notes st {his meeting? 18 document daled November 29, 1969, as Schlax
19 A. No. 19 Deposition Exhibit 1. I'd ask that you review
20 Q. Do you remember which Jesult offictals or 20 that, and I'm going to ask you a few questions
21 Loyola officials were at this meeting? 21 aboutit,
22 A. No. 22 A Okay.
23 Q. Do you remember it anyone else was taking 23 Q. Before | ask you speclfic questions about
24 notes? 24 that, letme Just ask a couple pretiminary
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1 Q. Have you received any phone cafls from 1 A ) believe § asked him,

2  anyone else assoclated with the Jesuits since 18947 2 Q. And what did he say?

3 A. No. 3 A. | don't remember the answer exactly.

4 Q. Have you received any documents from 4 Again, he was just not at ease talking.

5  anyone afflliated with the Jesuits since 20047 L Q. Whan you say you don't remember the answer

6 A. No. 6  exaclly, does lhat mean you remember It generally

7 Q. Other than conversations that you've had 7 oryoudon't remember it at ail?

§  with your aftornays in lhe recent past, have you 8 A. 1don't remember how he answered it at

9. hed any.conversations.with aoyone fromthe 9. ..l
10 Archdiocese of Chicago regarding Donald McGulre? | 10 Q. Falr enough, fair enough.

11 MS. HORNER: Justto make It clear for the 11 You then wrote a -~ made a tstephone call
12 record, if | can inlerrupt for a moment, 1 ask you 12 right then ang there to Loyola Academy?
13 1o exclude from your answer, Father, any 13 A Correct.
14  conversations that were between you and your 14 Q. And you spoke with someone who said that
15  attorneys. 15 they would have the head master, for a betler term,
16 THE WITNESS: Okay. 16  of the school get back in touch with you?
17 When the letter came out in the press, | 17 A, Correct.
18 did talk to the priest just so he knew about it. 18 Q. And that cccurred that same day, that
19 B8Y MR, BROOKS: 18 occured that same day, thal telephone call, he
20 Q. Who was that? 20 called you back that same day?
21 A. Vincent Costello, Father Costello. 21 A Yes,
22 Q. Other than Father Costello, is there 22 Q. Was still there or had he left?
23 anyone élse you had spoken to at the archdlocese? 23 A. He already left.
24 A. No. 24 Q. 1 understand.
41 43

1 MR. BROOKS: Why don't| stop and tell you | 1 And the head master or the person who

2 have no other queslions. And turn it over{o the 2 called you you think s this Falher Relnke; Is that

3  other attorneys here who may have some questions 3 correct?

4 foryou. 4 A Yes.

5 EXAMINATION 5 Q. Allright. You explained to Father Reinke

6 BYMR. HUEBSCH: & generallywhat! | told you In summary fashion,

7 Q. Father, 1 just have a few questions for 7 true?

8  you really, kind of things | probably may not have 8 A Correct.

9  heard acturately. 2] Q. Did you ask Father Relnke at that time lo
10 First of all, my name Is Bob Huebsch. | 10  keep your neme out of this in any way, say, gee, |
1t represent the Jesult order In this case, and I'm 1% don't want 1o get involved, I'm just a messenger
12 Just here lo ask you a few gquestions as well, 12 here, anything like that?

13 When came to talk to you, that 13 A No.

14 conversation took place at the rectory? 14 Q. Father Reinke said 1o you in responsa when

15 A. Correct. 158 yoU were explaiting this aboul that, gee, we

16 Q. And | believe you sald it was you and 16  knew something was wi'ong, something 1o that effect;

17  alona in the room? 17 Isthat right?

18 A. Correct. 18 A. Something to that effect. It's not exact

18 Q. MNow, did you ask during this 19 wording.

20 conversation after he relayed and you had told us 20 Q. Fair enough. But it gave you the

21 he was hesitant to talk about this but after he 21 indication that what, they were aware of this, the

22 relayed the word “pervert” and the like, did you 22 Jesuits were aware of this situation with ?

23 ask him if he had told his dad about this 23 A, Well, it gave me the impression they knew

24 siuation? 24  something was out of kilter. What exactly, | don't
44 |
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OUR LADY OF LOURDES CHURGEL

4640 M. Ashlund Avenye 4

My kﬂQWIEdgﬁmﬁﬂl;ﬂxua_ﬁiinaﬁlan_ls_SQlﬁlﬁ from whal hag
I cerizinly do not wish o scouge any-
Howéver I do belisve That ths serious-

teld mé ot yesterday®s mezeting.
. one ‘of anything without evidence.

1Ongbeach 1-2141

/ Chicago, linols 60640

néds . of the pesslble bad situation 18 qﬁlte evident and neede to be
.cleared up = one way er thée. other ~ as gbon as posgible. It is
telllng the truthg than Fr, MoGuire muat be properly cared for, IF

‘hy same chancaB ig lyxng then he- neaés?to be corrected.
cbmea actlon is ;mperaulveg legt cthefs suffer.

: While gpeaking to

- suaymcx@ﬁp.of the yelationship hétween
: oS pessdn, he has so fav falled to take &ny pé8itive. actisn o

He indicated that he’ dlsappravas of
Ag&iﬂa h@ ‘hag talen ne action

e% thls diffieulty.
E’D"

SQEQ

go mych tims away Ffrom hom@u

Ifwauld appreciate whatéver ashidn you ;eel ig PropeTe.e
tlon CONGETRS YOUr school. T Iael that you have the prLMawy
ty of checking eul ) Pr@hlém I Have reportéds

I @xpr@ss my. gratltude 1n advamce fop your: aaslstdn@e in .
;‘Bﬂﬁ&ﬁﬁﬁ?@é*ﬁhaﬁ*T am~wi&?§ﬁ¢-ta bavaf &oaas%encewaﬂ-&ny Fe s
D Plezge contddd me iT T can bé of sarvice.
i s rémes%ahllah direct contant with

,=try.mo keep you informed ofrany furthay devalopmeits. '

© he indiecated that he N&S been
and ¥r, MeGiire,

Whatever the

H@W@v&rg
Slnce

I8 I am able
T will

Réspett"ﬁllw % Christ,

bl

Revo Gharl@% Sehiax

JD116 0042
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LFFSCE OF THL PHESIDENT

3% LB
Ammmﬁmy 11D N LADARSIE AVE +« WILMETTE, W1 60021 « 2730040 » 256G. 1100

January B, 1970

Dear Don,. P.C,s
I've made & dozen attempts to write this; I
can't discover a way to say it easily or-gracefully, or in a way
wr'.i.chz-_w'i‘ji keep it totally fr_eé of misinferpretation. X wish I
could, °* )
. I the instructed ﬁof:) .Hunﬂ:)art. to assign your

. ~teaching schadule- 15 - others for the aecond Se.mesbar, so that you

e for ,ymm othar reﬁponsibxhues. Father

or 'ih secur:mg yOur degr.ee, or both‘ ) l lcnuw, too, that :the i‘mn:Ll;.r

) proble.ms you have des::ri‘oed t.o ne deserve mich more t-h.an the par-

tlal time :,rou arre abIe to give them now. h‘nile thesa cons:.derations .

are not tha Bntlre backgrmmd of ‘bhe arranganent ap I am sure you

"o

-know, thev are real reasons amd worthy ones,

I: feel sure you will wish to discuss this in
more detail, and T w11 l.m h&pp:y’ to do se. I am sguslly sure that
your native generosity will enable you %o handle this shange with
relative pase. For 8o muny reasons, that is my hope...and my ex-

pect.ation.
Sincerely yours in Christ,
o

Y

AN

L
T * "

FRS

EXHIBITY §

00526




McirRE, Dond

DFFICY DF THE PRESIOENT

Jameary 16,1970

beax Tom, P,C.:

I intended to send this to you earller; but
this whole situation has been so mddy and troublescome I just
wanted to got it out of my mind from time to timé. Asgway, herae’
it ig; for the £1les end the record.

: Firat, I sm enclosing the twpe letters I have
sent to Don; which I told you sbout over the phone, To the first
I have roceived no reply whatsoever. This is all the stranger,
since T kno¥w he is around, though I have literally.not sesn him
for .a wesk, {(He lives directly across the hall fram me, I dontt
know how 1t has been poselble, physically, to avoid me so com-
pletely, but he has managed, I can't say it's deliberete...but
it certainly is remsrkzble.)

To attempt to catalogue the cirewmstances of
his 1ife~styla..,.ns a faculiy merber and a member of the commmity...
wnich are me much a source of irritation {and worse} to 211 who.are
associgbed with him in each of those relationships {end I Miterslly
mean all), would just be impoessible. His presence here, in short,
has beccme positively destructive and corrosive, There is 1ittle
hope of effeecting sny change. He cannot be corrected, First of all,
he does not accept that his mamner of behaving is to be criticized
in any way whatever: he w1l Justify everything he does, with a
litany of remsons. I you persist in suwggesting that other inter-
pretations ecan be and sre put on them, he becones enraged. He can-
not discuss a problemt, His first defense is a vicious attack in re-
turn, pnd a bad situation juat becomes worse. Several persons have
expregsed the fear that he will attack them physically in such a
situation; T have had the same expectation myself, on oceasion.*

If, from your point of view, it would be helpful
4o have the 3ist of complaints, I can supply them, (I did not infer
gbove that I could mot list them, just that it would require seversl
more sheeSt of paper.) I am anxous, as far as it cen be accomplished,
" to have his departure seem porfectly normal and even a better thing,
ps far as sy public averensss of ite cavse is necessary. That's why
I bave kept it in terms of a sabbetical, and in terms of complsbing
the very valusble work he contemplates on Gedipus, and the obvlousiy
walugble porsuit of his degree. Whether ho will sccept this is, of
course, a question merk., I think it is dmportant not to let it hang
in suspensive as to when and vhere he 1s to leave hers, 1 consider

EXHIBIT 10
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OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT

L. .C3YW LB AR '
Amﬁmﬁmv 1100 N. LARAMIE AVL » WILMETTE, ILL. 50091 + 273-4040 + 266-1100

P

it--shsolutely essantisl that he be removed from this cammnity
bafore the start of the pecond samester, I ghould tell you, too,
that the Conswltors ars in unanimous agreement in this, and have
charged me to de all that T can to bring it zbout,

You will notice in my letter to him that I pro-
posed several rlternablves. I have not personally explared thess,
I know I gheuld, but I received such wnsatisfactory regsponses the
Qast, Lime I tried, that I anticipate no more success mow, I think
s word from you...a request, or even a mlld direction...will euc-
eeed, Of the thres, ¥ think loyedla U. might be easiest. I was
going to put in the suggestion that he move to the Provineial Resi-
dence (aren't you glad?) until Harv returned, at which time a mors
desirsble arrangement could be worked out, I think it would be un-
desirable for him to go to Aurora or Mudelein, (Prankly, if he gets
a kind of wltimatum I think the situation may solve itself:r he'll
probably decides where he'll go,)

My hope would be, then, that you cem direct a
letter to him, which he will xeceive early in the week, setting a

date on which he is expected to report to whatever other place you
declde of those suggested. That dabe, from hers, cught to be by
the end of next week, IL'm sarry to drop it in your lap this way,
but ¥ don't see anything further I can do that will be affective.

Thanks, Tom. 1 know how your days must have
been, what with requests for papsrs, evicilons, relocotions and
Portuguese ibrarians, You know that you, and everyone at the Power
House, dre in all our prayers.

Sincerely yours in Christ,

H. Reinke, SOJ.

@as5z3




QFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT

SUGGESTED LETTER TO FR. MoGUIRE

Doar Don, P.C.:

I have raceived from Fr. Reinke copies of the two letters he directed
to you during the last two weeks. He also sent me a brief explanation
of their backpround. While he has not discussed the entire oituation
with me in any detail; I do Jmow that he has copsulted sbout it gt
length with Fr, Hgrvanek on more than one occesion. My lebter, then,
must be reed in that camtext.

It is Fr. Reinke's request, supporbted by his CGonsultors, that I make 1%
clear that the sabbaticiyl of which he made menbion in one of the letters
is not to be interpreted as a sebbatical in the usual sense. It does
not carry with it the understanding that Toyola Academy will contlnue to
be your residence, nor w1l it be the place to shich you return upon ilte
completion. He Teels that it is moat Imporiant that this be made clear
to yon at this point.

One of the key problems which Fr, Harvanek and Fr. Reinke faced at the
beginning of the school year, when the matter of change in your status
was under discussion, was ¥e in finding an alternate residence for you,
singe you were out of the country and, hence, not availsble for consulta-
tion as to your preference in the matter. Even now, a definitive deci~
sion in the matter may have to be delayed until Fr. Harxanek's return on
the 29th. I have the following possibilities to open 1o you st once,
though, and I hope you will phone me tomorrow so that we can resolve the
matter a3 guickly as possible. (Here...propose your alternatives.)

Fr. Reinke is most insistent that the separation must, for the good of
all concerned, take place belore the beginning of the second semester,
snd must be cumplete, His consultors concur.

Then, a closing paragraph, wging his guick assent to this direction, in
the spirit of Ignatian cbedience, Your own wordz will be excellent, Tom,

B3 CBR... £3,
Amﬂmﬁmy 1100 K. LARAMIE AVE - WILMETTE, WL, 60031 + 2793.A040 + 286-1100
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CHICAGO PROVINCE OF THE SOCIETY OF JESUS

PROVINCIAL RESIDENCE 509 North Oak Park Averme

Telephone 625-7934
[Area Code 212]

DAK PARE, ILLINOIS 60302

R=verend Donald J. McBuire, 5.J.
Lovels Sowdemy

1100 M. Larsmie Ave.

Wilmette, I1i, G6OO%L

Dear Lon, P.C.

I hove received from Fzther Reinke copies of the two lettsrs
he wropte o you aurvrg the past two wzeks, He also sent me &

brief explamation of their backgromnd, While he has not discussed
the entire situation with me in any detail, I

I do know that he has
consulted about it at leogth with Bother Hervanek on wmore than

one occasion. My leivier muast be read in that context.

It is Father Reinke®s reguest, supported by his Consultors,
that I make it clear to vou that the sabbatical
oA &

2l of which he =made
mention in onz of the lettess is not to be intercrefed as a sab-

baticzl in the usual sense, It does pnot cavry with it the

wnde -
stonding thet Loyvoels Academy will pontinue to be vour residence,
nogr thet

it will be the place tc which you zetusn upon it2 com-
pletion, He feels that it is most important that this be made
clear to vyou at this point,

One of the key problemg that Father Harvenek and Ba
faced ot the beginning of the school vear, whan the matis
in your status was under discu351an, was to fimd am alt
dence for you, since you

er Reinke
T of chang
armate resil-
were out of the country =snd hence a
able for consv1*at10n as tc vour preference in the matter. . BEven
now, 2 definitive decision may have to be delayed until PFather Har-
vanek®s return on January 2%, However, Father Rednke is mest in-
sistent that, for the good of 3ll eoncerned, you must leave Loyola
Academy before the beginning of ihe second semester and that the

separation must be comwmplete, Hiz comsultors concur.

Wiease cs5ll me tomorrow, Don, so that we con settle as guickly
as possibie the guestion of your new residence. T am sure that in
o

the time since you raceived Father Reinke¥s letters
much consideration to the gosls that vou should set

duzing youv sabbatical, and how and where you would
achigve t hem.

you have given
for yvourself
nropose to

I know that it will not be easy for you

to leave Loyola Aca-

EXHIBIT 11 obedience.,

-+
demy, Don, end I am sorry for the pain that the change of status =z
will canuse vou. I am confident, however, that the decision is a =
good one, and T ask you to aceent it in the spirzit of Ignstian =

-—{
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PERSONAL AND CONFIDENTIAL

_Mareh 30, 1981

Provincial, Chicago Province
-509 Worth Ogk Park Avenue
Oak Perk, Minois 603072

Denr Leo: Pax Christi

Now that almest three months have prssed sinee Don MeGuire left the University
of San Francisco and the California Province, I would like to review his situation from
our perspective and make some observations.First of all, 1hough Lam hearing statements
to the contrary, Don is not on a six months "leave® or "sabbatical™ frem IJ‘S.F., with his

- return to that ipstitution and community 1o be taken for granted.” :

Tt was not upiversity officials but Jesui‘l superiors who decided thot Don should
withdraw from U.E.F. And il should be kept in mind that Don was never fully employed
by U.5.F. He wos hired from semester to semester on a minimalpart time basts.

The genesis of the "six month leave! misconception was then-Rector Jim Torrens’
attempt to deal fairly and compassionately with Don and not close the door definitely to
his ever returning to the U.5,F. Jesuit cf)mmumty. Under great pressure from Don {and
from others whom Dan should not have involved in this personal matler between himsel{
and religious superiors), Jim Torrens medified what was orizinally en unqualified decisfon

“Don's Qossxbie returni 1o the u.8.¥%. Jesuit community some cfav. And the period of six
months was stipulated as a sort of trinl period, st the end of which Don's return to the
U.5.F. Jesuit community would be considered, if Don wanted to return and you, his
Provincial, wanted to send bim to U.SF.

The following conditions for Don's return to U.5.F, were e)q)hcltly Inid down (E) or
1mp1mtly to be understood from our Instltule {n:

R E S Very Rigvigrelit Lo TR IGRySZIT At i

v e =

. 1. . {¥) Don will have undergone serious psychological evaluation amd any therapy h

recommended by the evnluutlon. And some sort of eerufmatlon or ASSuTanQe
will be provided that Don is healthy and stable mentally and emouonally.

EXHIBIT 12
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v | _
very Reverend Léo J. Klein, s.J. PERSONAL AND CONFIDENTIAL
Taren 39, 1980 R Page Two
- 2. (0 The Chicago Provincial wants to missiop Don 1o U.8.F. {E} Ang the

" 5.

Chicago Provineidl indicates a “clean bill of health" and his recommendation

of Don for acceptance at U.8.F,

_(E) The approp;riéte university official(s) offér Don full employment st V.5.F-,

or at least enough compensated employment to cover Don's support end
expenses., -

{E & T} Don's behavior demonstrates substantial reform in the ercos indicated
by Jim Torrens: e.g., regulgr hours, com muniediion with superiors, proper

permissions, bringing sludents to his room y outbursts of anger, particlpation in
commumty life, ete. .

Teeasn e e e TR B T IR T e e ce ey iy o s % Tt

\y The U.8.F. Reclor and the Ca.lu'nrmu Vice Provineial {or qucut:on ugree
to receive Don,

At the time thal Jim Torrens was conceding to this "six months" clause, 1 made it
clear that Jim could speak only for Lhe desuif community, not for the university. 1 was
conseious of several facta which make this distinetion signilicgnt: The university has no

; legal or moral obligation or commitment to employ Don MceGuire. The universily hed

) : employed Don only on a minfmal part time besis. The university is vndergoing a financiel

crists and responding by tightening its belt in every aren. The university has contractual
obligations to individuals quahfled to teach in the areas of Don's expertise. And, finally,
the university ndministration is not at a1l enthusiastie about having Don MceGuire at
U.S.F., even if they were not constrained by the factors just listed.

What is the eurrent state of rffairs with regard to.condition #2 of Don's return to
T.S.F.7 The Dean has no job offer for Don MeGuire. The university has no intention of
employing Don either full time or part time, though Joe Fessjo is fighting this vigorously.

To put this into perspective, let me note thal et leest 12 other Jesults, all

Californians, are in the same or similar bosts, a few by forged retirement, a few by the
elimination of their positions-in the reorgamzatlon, and a few for whom no part time or
full time positions are being offered. One of these, by the way, is fim Torrens himself

whuo, rlong With seversl others, the universily would very rnuch like to keep or re~emp10y,

it L EE N

YT T bt cannol “due to the-fingneialcrunchim =7 ¥~ —tr o vnmre— SRR C R

the past.

1am concerned to hear that Don MeGuire has been back in the California Provinee
severg] times since his departure, and that he is planning to be at TL.8.F, in April. His
prier trips have apperently been to conduct retreats, one in San Diego which several
U.,8.F, students parhc:paled in. 1bhave given no authonzation for him to do apostolic
work in this province, And this office has not been eontacted to request priestly
foculties for him in any diozese. Such Operatmg independently of the Society and
appropriate superiors is precisely one of the serjous coneerns we have hod about Don in

00617
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Very Reverend Leo J. Klein, 8.1

PEREONAL AND CONFIDENTIAL
March 30, 1986

Page Three

Moreover, [ am still uneasy with the woy.Don conducted himself when Jim Torrens
tried to deal with the problems and make a decision’in the most loving, personally-
concerned and confidential manner. Don took "his case," alang with a private letter from

Jim Torrens, not o his spiritual director or even B cenon tawyer, but 1o the advisory

boerd end staff of the 51. lgnatius Institute. He spoke 1o students about it. (And-lhere
are indieations that he is still telking to studenis and others sboul it in correspondence.)
He talked nboul getting a lawyer and taking the case to court. He talked in messiah-
complex terms of all the souls thal would be lost, and g1} the voeations, if he were no
longer to be at U.8.F. And the lalter bordered very clesely on intimiddtion as i he were
threatening to turn youny men away from the Society if he were made to leave U.S.F.
And that is not ali, but enough to explain my uneasiness.

In conelusion, Leo, 1see virtually no chance that Don MeGuire will be accepted
beeK ut U.S.F. in Yoly or September of 1881 {which is not to imply that he would Be
accepled in February of 1982 or some time thereafter). I strongly urge that he look to
other npestolie vineyards.

And I do hope end pray that Pon is getting end opening himself to the therapy and
spiritued direction he so desperately needs. He is o good men, and telented, apparenlly
an excellent teacher, though his shortcomings make his counselling abilities
questionabla, And 1personally like him very much. Please rssure him of my prayer and
coneern for hitn personalky. o .

In cose it's'not elear, let me state unequivoeslly thet Joe Fessio has no authority
to hire personnel for the 5t. Ignatius Institute. Hiring in that area is done by the Dean of
the College of Arts, Dr. David Harnett, Isuspect, however, that Joe Fessio, counting his
chickens before they are hatched, may be leading Don to believe that a position is or will
be opened to him for Fall Semester, 1981.

Hoping this letter clarifies matters from my perspective and nelps somewhat in
your decision-making, Leo, I send it with warm persona) regards.

* Yours in Christ,

William J. Wood, 8,7,
Vice Provincial for Tiducation

cc:  Reverend Pavl F. Belcher, 8,J., Rector; U.5.F. Jesuit Community
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UREWCE“SBW of Sam Francisco

San Fruncisco, CA 94117

CONFIDENTLAL | Office of the Dean

Colleges of Liberat Arisand Sciences

May 8, 1981

William J. Wood, §.J.

Provincial for Education .

The California Proyince of the Society of Jesus
300 College Avenue

P. 0. Box 519

Los Gatos, Califormia 95011

Dear Father Wood:

May X preface my yesponse to your letter of April 23rd, 1981 with some
general points of clarificarion. The St. Ignatius Institute is organized
as a wnit within the Colleges of BArts and Sciences, As such, nll faculty
assignment:s to teech courses offered in the Tnstitute are the result of
recommendations from ‘the Director which are reviewed by the Dean and
recomended to the Vice President for Academic Affairs for this approval.
This process applies te all faculty whethexr full or park-time .and bears
no. relation to the funding source for the position—-whether from genexal
Upiversity funds or from funds restricted to 5.I.I. Regardless of any

real or anticipated “big donations,” the University hires, not the Insti-
tute.

Y

Father J. McGuire, 8.J. will not be employed by the Collieges of Arts and
sciences for the academic year 1981-82. Pre-reservation enrollments and
projections indicate that one or more' full-time menbers of the faculty

with competence to teach SIr 10 will be underenrclled for the Fall. I cannot
justify hiring a part-time instructor under thase circumstances, Furthermore,
during Father McGuire's time here, there were instances of highly guestionable
acts on his part in regard-to the use of funds, entering into contractual
commitments, and interactions with a student.. Accordingly, 1 am not prepared
to recommend Pather McGuire's returning to USF nor is the Academic Vice
President willlng to approve amy such reguest.

Sincerely yours,

TN o A Y e

Pavid A. Harnett

Dean
DRH:1g

“ecc:  Rev. John LoSchiAavo, s.J.
Rey. Joseph Angilella, §.3.
Rev. Paul Belcher, 5.7,

PR Y

EXHIBIT 13

Harney Science Center (415} 66(-6373
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TRE GELIFORNLA PROVINGE OF THE SOBIETY 02 S50V
JRSUIT PROVINGIRL EESIQENEE ‘

§00 Cellege Hvenma
BhBoz6ls | _ ,
Lts Bates, Balifornis 85031 CONFIDENTIAL
1402 5545143
MEMORANDUM -
TO: * Terrance L. Mahan, S.J. and Paul E. Belcher, S.7.
FROM: William.J. Wood, S.J,
DATE: July7, 1981
SUBJECT: Update on Donald MeGuire Case

I spoke at length with Chicega Provincial Leo Klein this morning, in response to his letter
of July 2. Leo will meet with Don McGuire on August 3 to review the U.S.F. situation
with him and to give Don a new apostolic essignment, Leo will make clear to Don that
he is to completely withdraw from work with the St. Ignatius Institute and the University
of Sen Franeisco, including the discontinuance of oceasional trips to give lectures, .
retreats or counseling. Leo asks that we make it clear to Joe Fessio that he is not to

invite Don out for any service to the St. Jgnatius Instltute that such work is not part of
~ Don's mlssmn from the Society.

Leo Klem consulted in depth with Jim Gill in Denver about this matter. Jim has & clear
understanding of the psychologicel dynamies at work in Don MeGuire .end gave Leo Klein
some very helpful guidelines on how to deal with Don. It is quite cleer that Don is
suffering some peychological disequilibrium which manifests itself in & sort of fanaticism
and mesdianic complex which underneath is reslly a severe paranoie. In spite of a sincere
desire -to be obedient, Don suffers, it would seem, from & deep fear of and resistance to -
having his life and behavior controlled by others.

In keeping with the advice given him by Jim  Gill and his own judgment in the matter, Leo
Klein prefers not to restrict Don from eecepting retreats or other oceasionel ministeries
in the California province, unless we insist upon it. This restriction would be too
threatening to Don and ultimately counter productive, keeping in mind that Don's
psychological patterns and brilliance would lead him to work around such restrictions
while somehow observing the letter of the restrictions. It would seem more advisable to
1limit the restrictions to the defined and cleercut area of U.8.F. and the St. Iznatius
Institute. This leaves Don some latitude, which the peranocic needs, while providing

restrictions that are clear and enforceable. Irecommend that we go along with Leo on
this.

Finally, Leo Klein asks our prayer and sperifices for his pastoral and fraternsl service to
Don McGuire, perticulerly in their very important conference on August 3. Don has
many outstanding qualities and a fundamental goodness as a priest and religious. Leo
wants to establish & realtionship of frust with Don in order to-work towards the liberation
pf the goodness end talent from the destructlve forces whlch emenate from his
personality problems.

cc: Father General EXHIBIT 14
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Novenhar 21, 1984

Rav, bonald J. McGuire, §.J7.
Rotreat Houoo of the Sacred leart
Coarmolite Slgrers

920 E. Rlharbra Road

Alhambra, Ch 91801

Doar Dong

I have been infoxmed by several sources that your servicen
with Sante Pe Commnications have boen terminated. You ave
certalnly miake of the letter I have from the acting chancellor
of the hArchdioccese ¢f Los Angeles torminating youx diocopan
facultien thoere. ; :

I hopod that by this tirs I would have lhisard from you parsonally
sbout thip change in your circumstances. Bince you havo not
taken the initistiva, I will do po myself.

with tho clome of your work at Sante Pa Comunications both
the california Provincial and I considor your work in tho
Californis Province ap dravn to a close, I look for your
fmmadiate return to your community at Bellarmino Hall in.
Barrington. X will he away from thoe office for the neaxt two
weelka, Carl Meirose wlll be hapdling tha xogular business
hors duriog thot tims ehould you nead to be In vouch with
him. Soon after your return to Chicags, you and I will be
abla to pit down to dipcuss your future minletry. I hope to
hear from you scon to plan that convoresatien.

Sinceraly in Christ,

J., Lpo Kledn, S5.J.
Provincisl

ccr Rov, Carl E. Melrxose, $5.J.

v, Joln I, Folay, S.J.
Rev, John W. Clark, 5.0,
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ARCHDIOCESE OF LOS ANGELES
V531 WEST MINTH STHEET
LOS AMGELES, CALIFORNIA 90015-1194

[217) 30B-s+ RECEWNNED JAN -2 1385
251, B 3200
328%
%
December 21, 1§Bh .

: ‘,y,w
Very Reverend J.leo Klein, S.J. ‘ /ﬁ/
Provineial, Chicago Frovince Tﬁf
Society of Jesus
2050 North Clark Streex
Chicago, 11linois 6061k

Very Reverend and dear Father Klein:

It was brought te our' attention that Father
Danald HcBuire was still at Sacred Meart Retreat House, Alhambra.

Apparently Hother Josephine did not read the
copy of his letter and had him scheduled for Christmas Eve. The
faculties were gratned him uptil January Jst.

Father McGuire’s facultles are permanently
terminated as of January 1, ¥19B5. 0Qur records wil) show him as
having left the Archdiocese.

Sincerely yours.in Christ,

everend Honsign

Johp AL
Chancellor -

JAR/dK
cc: V,Rev, John Clark, 5.4, (cal”
Rev. Donald HcCGulre, S.d.
Rev. bonald Lynch, 5.7.
. Hother Josephine, 0.C.D.
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DONALD MeGUTRE
Febroary 1§, 1591

Talked with Br. Ricardo Palacjo, the director of the Christian Brothers Retreat
House iIn St. lielema, CA. Domn HcCuira had been there recently to give a retreat
to students from the Coby Academy In Wapa, Ch, o conservative Catholic school.

He has been travelling since Japuary with a 16 or 17 yesr old boy,
of Anchorape, AK. :

Palacio becape quite guspicious of thie whele srrzngement apd began to check

vp, a little about it. The boy claimed that he slept in a room #croas from

the room occupied by Don--Palacic guestipned the hoy a bit--but in fact that

room ig an offlece. The boy fdoes not seem to have slept In a separate Toomj
wothing was disrurbed dn any room that he couwld have usad. Palacio aleo cane

to Don McGuire's room at cne point during the retzeat and bheard, just as he vag
abour to knock, giggling inside, TNe then knocked, there was g sudden silence, and
the boy rzather than Bon came and unlecked the door. Wis hair wos ashew and his
shirt was untucked; Don himself, when Palacio pushed in, was lying om his

bed, but fully elothed,

Falacio teok the txouble to call the mother of the boy, . in
snchorage to volce his concerns to her. She felt that her son has in sowpevay
changed,, she is concerned about him, concerned about his travelling with Dan.

I thanked Palacio wa}mly for thig informetion, the first that I have heard about
this form of bebavior on the part of Don. T know of no previous complaints on

this score but will certeinly need to pursue the matter. A&s Palacio end I agreed,
this travel business is at leagt very dmprudent, perhapa vach wore sericus.

Robert 4. Wila, SJ

0log5
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STATE OF ILLINOISE ) 4 INDEX %l
) ss: WITNESS EXAMINATION i
COUNTY OF CO O K ) 2 FATHER ROBERT WILD i
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOEX COUNTY, ILLINOIS BY MR, ARGAY ] \é
COUNTY DEPARTMENT - LAW DIVISION 3 g
JORK DOE #116, ) \‘; 3
Plaintifs, ) i
. Ho. 1 EXHIBITS :
tHE CHICAGD PROVINGE OF THE ; o 07 L BT 8 gi‘m‘ﬁm MARKED FOR ID :
SOCIETY OF J280s, ) 7 W1 4
Defendant, ) w2 42
The digcovery deposition of FATHER ROBERT WILD, 8 w3 45 3
taken in the above-entiiled cause, before w4 50
Elizabeth L. Vela, a notary public of Cook County, a W5 52
Illinols, on the 12th day of August, 2003 at the W6 53
time of 10:05 a.m. a2t 70 Wesk Madison Streek, 10 W7 67
Chicago, Illinois, purguant to Notice, W8 58
M. W 60
W10 &4
12 W11 7
{(Proceedinge concluded at 2:32 p.m.} 13 \\:ijlg ;;
. wid 80
I B v o U :
15 W17 %8
w18 100
16 w19 103
W20 108
17 w21 109
w22 113 ;
18 w23 116 H
wzd 128
19 was 132 1
W26 134 £
20 w27 140
w2 142
21 Ww2g 143 i
w3p 144 3
22 i
23 ¥
24 i
1 3
1 APPEARANCES: 1 {Witness sworn.) ,
2 K_ERNS, FROST & PEARLMAN, LLC, by 2 MR, ARGAY: Sir, could you please state your i
3 MR. DAVID ARGAY and 3 name and spell your full name for the record?
4 MR. MICHAEL BROOKS, 4 THE WITNESS: Robert, first name, Anthony or A
5 70 West Madison Street, Suite 5350 5 s the middle name, Wild, W-i--d. :
8 Chicago, IL 80602 6 MR. ARGAY: And how would you prefer that |
7 (312) 261-4550 7  address you foday? Would Father be okay?
8 Representing the Plaintiff, 8 THE WITNESS: Yeah, that would be fine. ;
9 9 MR. ARGAY: Let the record refisct that this is ‘
10 QUERREY & HARROW, LTD., by 10 the discovery deposition of Father Robert Wild. i
11 MR. ROBERT HUEBSCH, 11 It's taken pursuant to agreement, in accordance fo "
12 175 West Jackson Boulevard, Suite 1600 12 the Winofs Code of Civil Procedure, the lilincis f
13 Chicago, IL 60604 13  Supreme Couri Rules, and all local Cook County ?‘
14 {312) 540-7634 14  applicable rules,
15 -and- 15 Father, my name is David Argay. I'm one :
16 LAW OFFICES OF McCARTHY & TOOMEY, by | 18  of the plaintiffs’ atiorneys. | represent %
117 MR. TIMOTHY TOOMEY, 17 John Doe 116, John Doe 117,118, 119, 129, and 130. |2
18 4433 West Touhy, Suite 262 18  There's a number of plaintiffs in this matter. f
19 Lincolnwood, Il 60712 19 This is a lawsuit involving allegations of |
20 (847) 675-0060 20 sexual abuse against Father McGuire. I'm sure you ;
21 Representing the Defendant. 21 were aware of that before the deposition today. i
22 22  Have you ever given a deposition before? %
23 23 THE WITNESS: No. H
24 24 MR. ARGAY: Then, I'm just - I'd like to go ;
2 4z
T T v eon T B e 4 ERT T T won G e e R e e T
"1 (Pages

1 to 4)
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1 has to be appointed by the General. So there's a 1 office.
2. discussion required with the consultors, and then, 2 Q. Interms of the province's files, while
3 aname« arecommendation is made and the Generat 3 we're on that topic, how are the files in regards
4  can either say yes or no. ’ 4 to the Jesuits - the personnel files, how are they
5 Q. Does that hold true for the acting soc - 5  maintained? .
6 isltsocl? 6 Is there more than one flie or are there
7 A. | don't remember and  think the answer is 7 multiple --
&  no, but!don't remember for certain. 8 MR. HUEBSCH: Again, we're talking during his
9 Q. Do you recall having a role in personally 9 term as Provincial?
10 selscting either Father Schaeffer or Father Baum as 10  BY MR. ARGAY:
11 acting socius during those - 1 Q. During your term,
12 A [did. | would have talked to the 12 MR, HUEBSCH: Thank you.
13  consultors and then acted. 13 THE WITNESS: During my term, there was an
14 Q. What was the role of a socius during your 14  alphabetical file. Each individual had a separate
16 term as Provincial? 15 file, but there was also -- that was the general
16 A. Well, the socius is supposed to be 16  personnel files.
17  prepared if anything happens to the provincial, has 17 There was alsc - and | was introduced to
18  the knowledge and the engagement with the business  § 18  this by my predecessor, what | aiways thought of as |
19 of the province to be able to take over, 19  the locked file, 2 confidential file to keep only ]
20 And so the socius « the word means 20  in the hands of the provincial and no one else that
21 companion, but it's companion in two senses, & - 21 contained more sensitive materials about a
22 support for the provincial and generally does the 22  relatively small number of individuals, i
23 role of aCOO, handles a lot of the day-to-day 23 But this file was intended to be handed ‘
24  business that comes through the office, because the 24 from provincial to provincial and was done, at
25 ‘ ' 27
1 provincial of necessity given the job travels -- 1 least during - it was handed to me and | handed it
2 must travel, meet -~ must connect with the men. 2 onto my successor.
3 But the other thing is, the socius s the 3  BYMR. ARGAY:
4  person with whom the provincial does and should 4 Q. Would you have permitted your soclus to
§ discuss the most complicated of issues, so that the 5 have access - ‘
6 socius can offer advice and has -- if need be can 6 A. No.
7  take over. 7 Q. --toyour file? And those are files that
8 Q. Soif there was a complicated issue that 8 would only be viewad by your eyes ang your eyes
8 faced the province, you would as Provincial have 2 only?
16 included your socius in those discussions or 10 A. That's right. If the socius became
11 concerns? 11 provincial and needed it, then the socius would
12 A Well, 1 tended to do that more. And 12  have access to that,
13  some ~ it varied from provincial. There is 13 Q. The types of matiters that wouid be
14  discretion given the provincial, because there's 14 coniained within the confidential file, what would
15  obviously issues of a certain level of confidence 15  those include?
16  that certain issues might not be discussed with the 18 A Well, it varied, | mean, there was -- but
17  socius. 17 it would be stuff that would be deemed particularly
18 Wy tendency was to do more of that, but 18 sensitive, accusations or where we were aware that
19  nonetheless, there is discretion. 19 an individual -~ in some cases, the individual had
20 Q. Was the socius also responsible for 20 talked through stuff with the provincial that was
21 maintaining the province files? 21  of a highly sensitive nature.
22 A. That's correct. Yeah. Generally ran 22 And this is the sort of material that
23  operations and would, in fact -- was always, except 23 would go in there, assuming that | or whoever was
|24 on the relatively rare occasions present in the 24  provincial would put it there. And my bias, again,
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1 California when you were installed as Provincial? 1 A. It probably was in the first month or two,
2. A. Pardon? 2 Q. Did you also review - if there was a file
3 Q. Were you aware that Father McGuire was, in 3 pertaining fo a Jesuit in the confidential file,
4  fact, in California when you were installed as 4 would you also then review the corresponding
5  Provincial? 5  personnel file, the nonconfidentiat file?
6 A. At the moment when | was installed, I 6 A. | would prohably, depending on the matter
7 wasn't - there were lots of things 1 wasn't aware 7  atstake, Ordinarily, ! did not review those
8 of. I'mnot sure what | was aware of, 8 files, because they were -- but if the situation
9 (Whereupon, Exhibit W1 was 9 called forit. ,
10 marked for identification.) 10 Q. Do you recall reviewing Father McGuire's
11 BY MR. ARGAY: 11 confidential file during that first month when you
12 Q. Father, this -- I've handed you Deposition 12 were Provincial?
13 Exhibit No. 1. 13 A. No.
14 Do you recognize this document? Thig is a 14 Q. And this matter --
15 July 5th, 1984 letter between your predecessor, 15 A. Whether - there was no confidential file {
16  Father Klein, and Monsignor Rodin? 16  on Father McGuire.
17 A No, 17 Q. Sowhen you were instatled —
18 Q. Okay. In this letter, it mentions that 18 A. At least the material -- to the best of my
19 Father Kieln was requesting faculties from the 19 knowledge, the first material that went into that
20  Los Angeles Diocese in order to permit 20 confidential file was the material that 1 wrote.
21 Father McGuire to act as a consultant for the 21 Q. 8o to the best of your understanding, the
22 Durance Corporation and specifically Santa Fe 22  confidential fiie pertaining to Donald McGuire was
23 Communications. Apparently, that's a TV channel in 23 created during your term as Provincial?
24  Californla. Does this refresh your recollection -- 24 A. That's correct. i
41 : 43 |;
1 A. No. 1 Q. And there were no prior documents
2 Q. - as to whether or not -- 2 pertaining to Father McGuire that was labeled a
3 MR. ARGAY: Let's skip to No. 704. 3  confidential file?
4 (Whereupon, Exhibit W2 was 4 A. That's correct.
5 marked for identification.) 5 Q. And the documents that | showed you,
6 BY MR, ARGAY: & Deposition Exhibits No. 1 and 2, would those be
7 Q. Father, showing you Deposition Exhibit 7 documents that would be contained within the
8 No. 2, this is a letter from the Archdiccese of 8 personne! file?
8 Los Angeles fo Father Klein, wherein 9 A. Weli, all 1 can say is that they weren't §
10 Father McGuire's faculties in California are 10  in the confidential file.
11 permanently terminated as of January 1st, 1985. 11 Q. Fair enough. Do you remember
12 Does this document refresh your 12 approximately when or why you created a file for
13  recollection as to whether or not Father McGuire 13  Father McGuire?
14 was in Los Angeles or had his faculties permanently  § 14 A Yes. In 1991 after an accusation had
15  removed? 15 heen ~ had come from a brother in California at a
16 A. No. This is news to me. 16  California retreat house concerned with a young man
17 Q. Sothis was not a matter that was 17 npamed )
18  discussed with you when you were installed as 18 MR. BROOKS: We're referring to potential
19  Provingial? 19  victims of Father McGuire's abuse by their first
20 A. No, because - and | suspect at the tims, 20  pame and their last initial in order to protect
21 there was -- he was simply assigned out there. 21 their privacy, Father, just so you don't - and the
22 Q. When you were instalied as Provincial, at 22  court reporter knows to modify that as we go along
23 what point in time did you first review personnel 23 so--
24 files that were in the confidential flle? 24 BY MR ARGAY:
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1 thefile? 1 whenever the file was created that it would then
2. A. Amemo to the file to basically record the 2 henceforth be handled and relied on the judgment of
3 fact that this issue had been ralsed. You know, 3  prior provincials or provincials who would insert
4  that was the whote purpose of it. 4  ornot. So1did not.
5 Q. s this the type of document that would be 5 Q. Also, in regards fo the Bellarmine Fund
6 placed into a confidential file or would this be 6 issue that we discussed, as well as the Tridentine
7  placed into the ordinary personnel file? 7  Rlie maiter, which -- both of which included the
B A. You know, this particular one probably 8  superior In the loop of communication, were those
8  could go either way. | chose fo put it in the 8 matters also the types of matters that would be
10 confidential file. 10 requiring the involvement of your socius?
11 Q. So at this point in titne, by 11 A. Wy socius probably would have seen and saw
12 QOctober 30th, 1990, there had been in existence or 12 a variety of mail that [ read but not necessarily.
13  created a confidential file for Donald McGuire? 13  This particular matter, probably.
14 A. To the best of my knowledge. 14 Q. And I'm just trying to get a feel for the
15 Q. Do you recall when you created the file - 15  level of involvement of Father Baum during the 1985
16  the confidential file? 16 to--
17 A. Well, the date is October 30th, 1990, Do 17 A, This would be Father Schaeffer.
18 I remember exactly whether that was the motnent or 18 Q. --1990 time frame,
19 whether there was some earlier piece, | don't. 19 A, And I corrected that to Father Schaeffer,
20 {(Whereupon, Exhibit W21 was 20 because we're still in his -- that first haif of
21 marked for identification.) 21 1990 and '91.
22 BY MR, ARGAY: 22 Q. The fourth paragraph of this letter states
23 Q. Father, I'm showing you Exhiblt No. 21, 23 from that it was my independent ludgment
24 which is a November 8th, 1990 letter from 24  after seeing him in action that he, referring to
109 111 |
1 to yourself regarding this issue 1 Donald MeGuire, was divisive, manipulative, and a
2 that was refersnced in Exhibit No. 20. Do you 2 bit of a megalomaniac. | frankly had concern about
3  recall recaiving this letter? 3 his mental stability,
4 A, Letme read it first. | did, sure, 4 Was this the first time you were hearing
5 Q. The letter is marked confidential, Would 5 these soris of comments about Donald McGuire or did
6 this letter also be the type of letter that you 6 this reaffirm --
7 would have placed in Father McGuire's confidential 7 A, Yeah.
g file? B Q. Let me finish the question.
9 A, I'mnotsure. |- it could go either 9 MR. HUEBSCH: Wait, He hadn't finished his
10 way. 10 question yet, Finish the guestion. Go ahead.
11 It's a follow-up on the previous - it 11 BY MR, ARGAY:
12 really Is saying certain things rather strongly. 12 Q. Is this the first ttme that you were
13  They do recognize they need to address the issues 13 hearing these soris of comments about
14  and - but of course, he Is honest enough to say 14 Donald McGuire or is this something that reaffirmed
15 there's mixed viewpoints in this -- among this 16 sort of rumors that you had heard about McGuire?
18 rather conservative group. 16 A. This was -- | had not heard this sort of
17 And then, he offers his own views, So 17  judgment about his mental stabilify.
18 |- Fm not sure that | did anything about this. 18 I didn't, given the report of
19 Q. In regards fo either creating or 19  Father Wisnovsky, take it all that seriously,
20 supplementing the confidential file, did you go 20 because I think we had a very conservative group
21 back and revisw Father McGuire's personnei file to 21 battling and a thing not that uncommon.
22 seeif there were other matters that ought to be 22 So it may have said as much about
23  included in the confidential file? 23 . as about - it wasn't consistent with my
24 A. No, I did not. | presumed that whoever ~ 24  experience of Don McGuire. So that's what 1 would
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1 1 Q. Do you understand the question? §
2. evidence thal a confidential file existed. 2 MR, HUEBSCH: Go ahead and answer if you know ‘
3 So that assumes a fact not in evidence 3 through some source. {
4 with this witness. You can refine it to indicate 4 THE WITNESS: Yeah. And the answer is, | don't
5 'B5or'gl, 5  know anything of that sort.
& MR. ARGAY: I'm just golng to lef the questlon 8 BY MR. ARGAY:
7  stand. 7 Q. The docurnent exists, however?
8 MR. HUEBSCH: Don't answer it. 8 A. |see a document before my face. It
9 MR. ARGAY: You're instructing him not to 9 exists. But where and whether it was even in the
10 answer it on the basis of vagueness? 10  right — in the building -- :
11 MR, HUEBSCH: Absolutsly. You're asking him to 11 Q. Did you ever ask Father McGuire — or
12 guess at something that didn't exist. How does he 12 strike that,
13 know? Ask him if existed. If he knows, he can 13 After the . issue arose, did you 5
14 answer the question. Lay the foundation. 14  either personally or ask your socius to review the
15 MR. TOCMEY: Also, we are migsing the second 15  personnel file? ;
16  page of this. 16 A. My presumption was that the relative -- :
17 MR. BROOKS: Perhaps you guys should go through 17  therelevant material would be, if existing, in the
18  your files and find It, since It's your document. i8  locked files. Beyond that, | cannot remember.
19 MR. TOOMEY: Well, | mean ~ 19 Q. So you would only have instructed the
20 MR. BROOKS: We've aiready found enough of the 20 soclus to review the locked file?
21 documents for you guys. it's time to find your 21 A, No. lwould have reviewed the locked
22 own. 22 file, ‘
23 BY MR. ARGAY: 23 Q. Got you. Did you instruct your socius to
24 Q. Father, this document was produced to us 24  review the personnel file?
137 139
1 in discovery in this matter from the Jesuits. It 1 A. 1have no recollection of what was done.
2  was within the possession of the Jesuits when it 2 Q. Did you review the personnel fite?
3 was produced to us. And | can represent that to 3 A. 1did not,
4 you 4 Q. Do you know whether anyone reviewed ths
5 Does it surprise you that there -- that 5§ personnel file in the course of investigating the
6 this docurment would not be contained in some 8 matter?
7  separate file pertaining to Father McGuire? 7 A. | cannhot -- | have no recollection, :
8 A. Yes. [ would say yes to that, that the 8 {Whereupon, Exhibit W27 was :
9  whole purpose of that file is to -- the files are 8 marked for identification.) '
10 enormous and there was -- so anyway - 10 BY MR. ARGAY:
11 Q. You were not aware of this letter? 11 Q. I'm showing you what's been marked as
12 A. lwas not aware of this. 12 Exhibit No. 27. It's a May 11th, 1988 letter from ;
13 Q. Had you been aware of this lefter, you 13 the Archdiocess of Chicago. :
14 would have placed it in the confidential file, is 14 This letter acknowledges that '
15  that fair to say? 15 Father McGuire maintains faculties with the
18 A. Oh. Correct, 16  Archdiocese of Chicago that were previously
17 Q. And while you were not aware of the 17  granted. Do you see that?
18 contents of this letter, others at the province 18 A. Correct.
19  were aware of it? 19 Q. And were you aware that Father McGuire had
20 MR, HUEBSCH: Objection. That calls for 20 faculties with the Archdiocese of Chicago? ‘
21 speculation in the mind of the others of the 21 A. He would have had to have faculties if he
22 province, Unless there's some foundationthathe 22  was resident there. ;
23 talked to them about it, how would he know? 23 Q. This letter was written to you three !
BY MR, ARGAY: 24  months aftar the

, sttuation first arose? :
140]
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1 yourself to Father McGuire, have you seen this 1 there could be weight to the allegations, is that ;
2. letter before? 2 correct? {
3 A lhave, : 3 A Yes. ;
4 Q. On the second page of this letter, Father, 4 Q. And therefore, you left the restrictions g
5 you indicate to Father McGuire that you felt that 5  Inoperation -- ;
8  his conduct with . had been vindicated. Do 6 A. Yes. j
7 you see that? 7 Q. --that were on at that point? And you ;
8 A, Where are we at? 8 would have left those restrictions in place -- or i
9 Q. The second - the only full paragraph, the & strike that,
10 middle of the page. It begins desplie this clear 10 Did you leave those restrictions in place
11 vindication of your conduct, 11 because you felt that Don McGuire rnay pose a
12 MR. HUEBSCH: Do we have the same exhibit? 12 danger? !
13 What number is this? 13 A. Well, the situation is ambiguous. And so
14 THE WITNESS: 30. 14  there is that possibility that we - that while the
15 MR. TOOMEY: 30. 15  parents deny it, nonetheless, something might have
16 MR. HUEBSCH: It's Bates stamped 1088, 18  happened.
17 MR. BROOKS: 90, 17 So there is -- there's certainly the
18 MR. HUEBSCH: 1088 or -- 18 concern that at least we're doing what's necessary
19 MR. TOOMEY: Oh. 1089. 19 to protect minors and to protect everybody, protect
20 MR. BROOKS: He's reading from Page — 20 society.
21 MR. HUEBSCH: You'rereading from Page 1080. | 21 Q. And interms of leaving the directives in
22  MR. ARGAY: That second -~ 22  place, what mechanisms did you algo have that
23 MR. HUEBSCH: | got you. 23 ensured that he abided by the directives?
24 BY MR. ARGAY: 24 A. Well, in some ways, it's, | suppose - :
145 147 |:
1 Q. There's a sentence that begins on the 1 it's difficult to -~ the first thing was ~ as |
2 second page of this letter despite this ciear 2 said before, is to have directives clearly stated.
3 vindication of your conduct. Do you see that? 3 And we gain considerable leverage if
4 A ldo. 4  there - if another situation arises and is linked :
5 Q. Did you believe that Father McGuire had 5  with this and we have some real leverage to do
6 been vindicated of his conduct with regards to 6 something much more substantial in terms of the j
7 ? 7  situation or less ambiguous, we could have %
8 A. Well, his parents denied the situation and 8 exercised a greater level of control, but we're :
9  so -- hut at the same time, the directives are kept g  still relying on the direct -~ you know, he 5
10  inforce. 10 receives directives. He has a Jesuit responseto ||
11 So | mean, there's an issue of - my 11 those directives. Those directives are given
12 comment before was, the situation in California 12  seriously. i
13 that Brother Palacio reported was ambiguous and it 113 He -- so beyond that, can you police every
14  remained in my mind ambiguous. 14  single moment of that, no, you cannot.
15 it suggested that certain things should be 15 Q. And -- well, that's -- | guess that's my
16 done fo protesi minors and to protect all involved. 16 question,
17  And the — I'm -- my reference to vindication is 17 What efforts were being made to poiice
18 the vindication comes from the parents. It doesn't 18 some of his moments, if not -- if you're not --
19 mean that | completely agree with that point of 19  unable to police all of his moments, how are you 4
20 view. So the directives are left in force, 20  able to police some of them? 1
21 Q. So due fo the ambiguities that you felt in 21 A. Well, if you -- if there are reports of i
22 your mind -- 22  the sort that he's traveling with minors, he §
23 A. Correct. 23 has a-- he then is dealing with a significant 4
24 Q. - you stili had some suspicions that 24 |ssue from the point of view of what his major §
146 148 l
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socius, Father Baum at that point in tme —
. 150

"

1 superior asked him, 1 A That's correct.
2. Q. Sothese are in place in the event 2 Q. Did you have any role in recommending
3  additional information was to come to you?. 3 Father Schaeffer as the successor as provincial?
4 A, Correct, because the situation as 4 A Well, ido. | mean, the provincial is
5 presented was - seemed fo present ambiguities 5 asked to give his viewpoint and -- but of course,
6 about what exactly happened. 6 the consultors write to Rome separately.
7 Q. And otherwise, you would trust Don McGuire 7. And so the vote s conducted — each
8 toabide by the directives that you placed upon 8 provincial and the consultors have an equal vote,
9  him? ¢ We send over a ranked list of recommend - of
10 A. It was the first time that this sort of 10  people recommended for the job, The appointment
11 incident had arisen - 11 then is made In Rome,
12 Q. But you would trust -- 12 Q. Okay, And why did you recommend
13 A. --to my knowledge, 13  Father Schaeffer?
14 Q. But you would trust him to abide by them? 14 A. Because he was a highly respected Jesuit
15 A. 1 would trust that he would abide by them, 16  inthe province. He had performed extremely weil
16  you know, that we were still dealing with someone 16  onthe province staff. He would be a person who
17  who would respond to serious directives from the 17 could lead capabty the province, and in fact, did
18 society. 18 so. .
19 Q. Previously, you had testified that the 19 Q. Do you know, was he himself a consultor at
20  superior or yourself would not keep track of 20  some point in time prior to becoming provincial?
21 Father McGuire's travels and his ratreats and so 21 A. He was on the province staff. My
22 forth. Do you recall that? 22  recollection is, he was not a consuttor,
23 A, ldo, 23 . Q. Inthe months leading up to —
24 Q. Okay. After the directives were issued, 24 A I'msorry, When he was socius - acting
148 151
1 was there an effort made to sort of keep an -1 socius, he would have bean -- served in that role.
2 itinerary of where Father McGuire would be 2 So that would have been from roughly
© 3 fraveling and who he would be traveling with? 3 August or July of 1990 to -- he went on sabbatical
4 A 1do not recall on that. . 4  after he -- when it was clear he was going to be
5 Q. If there had been some delegation of that 5 named provincial. He was on sabbatical that second
6 matter in that regard, would you have created a 6 semester.
7  document or further directlve that would speak to 7 Q. And to your knowledge, Independent of that
8 that? 8 time, he was not consuttor other than when he was
2] A. In all likelihood, f not for no other 9  acting socius?
10  reason than Don McGuire himself be aware of this, 10 A. That's to the best of my knowledge.
11 Q. Now, this letter is dated June 19th of 11 Q. During the period of time after January of
12 1921, When was your last day as Provincial? 12 91 when he was named to be provincial and when you
13 A. Itwas August 22, 13 leftin August of 1991, did you have meetings with
14 Q. So this is right as -- this is alt 14 Father Schaeffer in terms of what his dutles were
15 occurring right as you were -- 16  going to be as provincial, what the prominent
16 A. Right. 16  Issues were, and so forth?
17 Q. --onthe way out the door? Did 17 A. 1did.
18  Father Schaeffer know in 19 -~ late 1990 that he 18 Q. Okay. How many meefings did you have with
19 had been considered to be the next provincial? 19 Father Schaeffer? ‘
20 A. He was named in - next provincial in 20 A. ) can't tell you the number, but enough to
21 January of 1991, 21 get him - it helped that he had alréady been on-
22 Q. And hewas not -- at that point in time in 22 the province staff and was acquainted with a lot of
23 January of 1991, he was not still the acting 23 the problems and business, but there was still a
24 24  review of personnel, and you know, a hand-off of
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1 the sort that we discussed earlier in this 1 questions. _ ;
2. conversation. 2 - MR, HUEBSCH: You have no further questions.
3 Q. And one of the matters that you would have 3 Noguestions. Signature is reserved.
4  handed off, would that include the locked file or 4 (FURTHER DEPONENT SAITH NOT) a
5 the confidential files? 5 i
8 A. Yes, and a discussion of -- of the 6 %
7  situation. 7 :
8 Q. So you specifically recalt having a 8 §
9 discussion - g :
10 A Yes, 10 :
11 . Q. - with Father Schaeffer about the i 11
12 situation and Don McGuire? 12
13 A Yes. 13
14 Q. Ckay. What did you communicate to 14 |
16  Father Schaeffer in that regard? 16 i
16 A. Well, obviously, the directives would be 16 ;
17  the principal thing. He would be — he would have {17 é
18 to be aware of that as major superior. 18 :
19 And we were in a different arena with 19 H
20 Don McGuire at that point, because there was a 20
21 clear set of orders given and we would react quite  ; 21 ;
22 differently to further sorts of incidents. 22 ;
23 Q. ltwas a serlous matter, though, that you 23 :
24 conveyed to him? 24 b
163 166
et
1 A. A serious matter, yeah. Ambiguous, yes, 1 STATE OF ILLINOIS ) %
2 butserious, | mean, in the sense that smoke as 2 ) 88: :
3 smoke and fire - we didn't have fire, but we had 3 COUNTYOFCOOK) f‘;
4  smoke. 4 INTHE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, {LLINOIS ;
5 MR. ARGAY: | think | might be donhe. 5 COUNTY DEPARTMENT - LAW DIVISION é
6 (A short break was taken.) 6 JOHN DOE #118, ) ;
7 BY MR. ARGAY; 7 Plaintiff, ) ;
B Q. Father, just real quickly, in terms of 8 V8. No. 07 L 8781
8  Father Schaeffer's responsibilities in regards to 9 THE CHICAGC PROVINCE QF THE )
10 this directive, you testified that you would have 10  SOCIETY OF JESUS, }
11 expected that if he had recelved additlonal 11 Defendant. )
12 information that he would act upon that? 12 This is to certify that | have read the I
13 A. He would have to judge the nature of the 13 transcript of my deposition taken by Elizabeth L. t
14  information, of course, but the directive was 14 Vela, Certified Shorthand Reporter, on August 12,
15 designed to facilitate his doing so, 15 2009, and that the foregoing transcript accurately ;
16 Q. And the type of information that he would 16  states the questions asked and the answers given by ;
17  be aletted to or that he shoutd be concerned about  § 17 me as they now appear, %
18  would be the type of information that's contained 18 fg
19 in Exhibits 25 and 28 if he were to receive that 19 FATHER ROBERT WiLD i
20  information? 20 SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO i
21 MR. HUEBSCH: Take a look at them, Father. 21  beforemethls_ day i
22 THE WITNESS: Yeah, | better, 25, most 22 of 2009. i
23 cerainly. 28, yes. 23 f
24 MR. ARGAY: Ckay. | don't have any other 24 Notary Public i
154 156 |
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01-19-2011
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1 SUPERIOR <OURT OF THRE STATE OF CALIFORMIA 1 Appearances:
2 FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES F4
3 3
4 JOEN OOE 116, et ad, ; 4 FOR THE PLAINTIFFS JOHN DOE 118 AND 118:
> Plainvif s, ; Casg No,. BS 116338 s THE ¥MC GUIRE LA® FIRM
6 ] 6 BY: HKEVIN M, MC GUIRE, ESQ,
) 13460 Ridge Park Drive
7 vs. ) 7 Suite 200
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] ¥ 8 {851) 7ie-841
THE CHICAGO PROVINCE OF THE )
9 SOCIETY OF JESUS, et al., H 8
10 ; 10 FOR THE PRLAINTIFFS JOHN DGE 117, 118 AND 130:
Defendants. )
11 ) 11 KERNS, FROST & PEARLMAM, LLC
BY: MICHAREL L. BROOKS, ESQ.
1z 12 70 West Madison Street
Buite 5350
13 13 Chicage, Illinois, 60602
(312) "Z61-4567
14 1d
15 15 FOR THE DEFENDANT THE CHICAGC PROVINCE OF THE
S0CIETY OF JES
16 Deposition of BROTHER RICARDD PRLACIO, taken 16
17 on pehalf of the plaintiffe, at B0l South Figuerca 17 QUERREY HARROW
BY; ROBERT P. HUEBSCH, ESOQ.
1g Street, 16th Floor, Loz Angeles, California, 90017, 18 175 Westogackson Boulevard
19 cemmencing at 10:15 a.m., on Wednesday, January 19, 19 (s:ui‘éggé:; Illinois 60604~-2827
. . . {312) "540-7534
20 2011, before Lori Raye, CSK No. 7052, 20
21 21 FOR THE IMSTITUTE OF THE BROTHERS OF CHRISTIAN
S5CHOCLS AND TBE DEPCONE
22 -~000 -~ 22
23 23 TOBIN & TOBIN
BY: LEEH DIBELLO, ESQ.
24 24 500 Sansome Street
Suites 200
25 25 San Frangisco, Californies $4111-3214
{415) 433-3883
2 3
NORMAN SCHRLL & ASSQCIATES NORMAN SCRALL & ASSOCIATES
{800) 734-BB3R (800} 734-883
. PAGE 3 e PBGE 4
1 INDEX H 10S RNGELES, CALIFORWIA
2 Witness ! Z WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 19, 2011
3 BROTHER RICARDO PALACIO 3 10:15 a.m.
4 Page 4
5 5
b Examination by Mr. McGuire 3, 99, 110 6 BROTHER RICERDO PALACIO,
7 Examination by Mr. Brooks 76, 108 1 BRVING BEEN PLACED UWDER OATH,
8 Examination by Mr., Huebsch 11 8 WAS EXRMINED AND TESTIFIED RS FOLLOWS:
) 9 '
11 10 EXAMINATION
1 11
12 12
13 EXHIBITS 13
14 1 111 y0ou
15 No. Page 15 A. Okay, My name is Brother Ricarde
16 16 Palacio, R-i- i
17 1- Deposition Subpcena 23 17 ]
18 2- 2-13 Phone Message Siip 57 18
19 3- 5-13-1891 Letter to Brother Ricardo 101 19
Palacio from 20 Our headqua:tars are located in Napa, California.
20 21 We conduct schools and -- well, most of ug are -
z1 22 teachers, ves,
22 23 ;
23 24
24 25
25
4 NORMAN SCRALL & ASSOCIATES
HORMAN SCHBALL & ASSQCIATES B
(800) 734-6838

NORMAN SCHALL & ASSOCIATES
' 800-734-8838




BROTHER RICARDO PALACIO

JOHN DOE 116 VS. THE CHICAGO PROVINCE

01-19-2011
— PRGE 58

SHEET 8 PAGE 57

SR BN

A
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1 .15 that :about: tight; toiyout 1 A, Yeah, this is misspellad, Kolbe,
2 I quess it cculri have 2 ‘
3 ' 1y 3
4 {
5 5 y¢ qwmq toi
] §  information:to the ‘perstn that answeted.the; phone
1 7 A, I guessI did, I don't remember,
8 8 M3. DIBELLO: Don't guess.
) 9 THE WITNESS; I don't remember.
10 10
11 11
12 12
13 13 MS. BIBELLC: The document speaks for itself.
14 14 THE WITHESS: Mo, Ii's correct,
15 15 BY MR, MCGUIRE
16 16
17 17
18 18
20 20 Yes, lLet me say, I don't remember if I
21 21 called again or if he called back, But I do
22 22 remewber, you know, speaking with him and I teld ™~
23 23 him, you know, what had transpired thus far.
24 24 Ha respended that there had been other
25 25 reports of this kind of stuff with... .
59
NORMAN SCHALL & ASSOCIATES
(800} 734-8838
—— PRGE 59 — PAGE 60
1 1
2 2
3 3
4 4 ; :
5 5 Well, ‘he indicated to me that he would
6 &  get ahold of Fathe: McGuire. He must have had his
1 7 schedule because he's the one who alerted me to the.
] 8  fact that he was going to Tijuans, Mexico after
9 9
0 18
11. 11
i2 12
13 13
14 1
15 15
16 16
17 17
18 18
1% 19
20 20
21 21 pREnings for:
22 22 M. DIBELLG: Calls for a legal conclusion;
23 23 assumes facts,
21 24 THE WITNESS: He's the one who let me know
25 23 that -- he must have had a schedule that he was
61
WORMAN SCHALL & ASSOCIATES
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BROTHER RICARDO PALACIO
JOHN DOE 116 V8. THE CHICAGO PROVINCE o]
01-19-2011
. PBGE 61 . PAGE 62

1 going to Tijuana, Mexico, And I said, "Oh, we've 1

2 got to get this kid away from that guy." 2

3 GUIRE: 3

4 ou. said_that to Father Wild7: _3,

5

6 b

1 1

8 B

9 9

10 10

11 11

12 12 ‘ Spons ?
13 13 A, I just told him what had happeaed, and
14 14  then most importantly, just her reaction, you know,
15 15  of me making this accusation against this priest
16 16 and that he was, you know, very holy and all that
17 17 stuff

18 18

19 iz Ay 19

20 A, Yes, he was going to comunicate with him | |20 ; G
21 at some point, When he told me that he was next 21 way, but he
22 going to Tijuana, I said, you know, "He've got to 22 Just paid that he had rageived other reports like
23 get this kid aya L 23 .

24 u 'conveyed and communlcated 0 7 dicate’t ‘Fat}
25 11d a Sense of urgency?:- g 25 P.nthon in Anchorage,‘- that’ Father McGun:e ‘had a

HCRMAN SCHALL & ASSOCIATES
(80D}, ?34 6839
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NORMAN SCHBLL & ASSOCTATES

%, I don't -~ I don't know., From what --
Erom how he said it, it was at some point -- at
some later point he wauld do that‘

A, The oniy conmunication wag, you know, at
the gresting and then when I was standing at the
door. I don't remember what I said, but I did not
64
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A1 d:.d say that, you know, we have
reserved a room and that I was kind of tiecked

off =- I forgot how I said it -- that we saved this

room, because I had a friend coming up but, you
there wag a room for

Nothing.
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Chicago Province of the Socity of Jesus

2050 North Clark Sueet » Chicapa, Hinofs £0614-4788 v {312) 9755343 « (J12) 975-0230 FAX

Felbyuary 27, 1941

Rev. Ponald J. McGulre, §.3,
Canisius House
201 Dempster Street

‘Evanston, Il 60201-4704

bBear Don,

In the aftermath of our conversation last Friday, Februnry 22, I wancted to
Fend to you some sork of summation of our discussion, Let ma begin by
thanking you very much for your prompt resmponse to my rather inslstent summons

which reached you at the Hissionaxy Sistexs of Charity residence In Tijuana,
Hexico a day or so before.

As you well koow, T had received on Fébmnry'lg a phone oall from the Dixector
of the Christiasu Brothers Retreat House im S¢, Helena, California, The
bDirector noted that you had been travelling with a seventeen yesr old boy,

of Anchorape, Alaska, since sometime In Japuary and became

‘worriea pecause of some things that he observed that you might possibly be

sexually invelved in some way or other with this young man., Bazause of his
concerns, be called me and I then contiacted you in order %o Learn B¢ once what
precisely had transpited

In our cormversation together you Teadily a.dmlt:ted that * had been
travelling with you off and on sinte Jenuzry. That iz co =ay, on three’
separate occasions during your recent lengthy swing through variotus places om
the West Coast, with, as you pointed out, the Eull and explicit
rernission of his parents in each case, had come to accompany you., Hr., and .
Mrs. thought that theic som eould be of special help to you especially
in caxrrying heavier lugpage, that sort of thing, 4n light of your recent
rather serjous back problems and alse hoped that cheir son might mest Some of
the Hissioparles of Charity in Tijuana and elsevhere ‘and wight in paniculnr
have a chance to meet Mother Teresa, who had been seheduled o visit the
convent In Tijuana, Your secxerary, also travelled with
you and on thls trip except for anm ¢lght or nine day period, a peried
which Included the time in guestion at the Christian Brothers Retrear House,
You underscored your care In slways making sure that:
to himself and described in some detail where precisely had stayed
during the vime at the retrest house in St. jlelena, You denizd that you had
been nlone with him In your bedroow with the door shut and insisted thar you

gssiduously were very cateful and prudent in your dealings with this Yyoung
man,

had 2 separate rnom
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Rev. Denald J. MeGuire, 5.J.
Febyuavy 27, 1991
Page Two

I asked you explicitly if you had bad at any time sny sort of semunl contact
with and you denled categorically that there ever had been any
kind or sctivity of this sort. I further ssked you 1f you bad ever in the

past been sexually involved In any sort of way with any winor person and you

told me quite clearly that you had never done mnything at any time of that
spreE, ) ,

While you have been clear and forthright in your denial of any wrong doing in
this speclflic instance, I scill believe that gs your Majoxr -Superlor L need to
ark some things of you in terms of general prudence im this whole area, That

. is to say, borh you and I recopnize the great public concern that exists todsay

about. eny sort of sewnal impropriety espeaially with respect te minors. This
heightened concern has been a help and a blessing in calling forth a special
care in this erea, en area in Which faflings and fmproper actions cam so
dampge a young person. 1 Cherefore azked of you two ¢hanges in your behavior,
and you weadily agreed to both, First of al)l, I ask rthat you not travel on
any overnight trip with any boy or glrl under the age of 18 snd preferably
¢ven undey the aga of 21. Secondly. I asked you to confine any Zurther
contact thakb you wight have with * o situations in which at least
oae of his parents would slse be present. This latter comsmend 1 did ot glive
you because of any wrong doimg that Y moved In your behavier; I ¢hink it
simply a matter of carefyl prudence under cthe circumstances., Both of these
directives, as I said, you accepted resdily end agreed to sbeserve fully.

Let ne close this whole mattex, DPon, by once again thanking you heth for your
prompt and Lmmediste response to wy directive to travel From Mexico back to
Chicago to medt with me and alsv for your xesdiness to scaept what I asked of
you at that meeting, 1 am sorty that this whole Incident came up and I know
thet this whole business cannot hsve been pleasant for you, But, as we
discussed at our reeent meeting, It would be wrong:for me to take lightly any
allegations ot concerns ralsed in this ares. HNor Yould you wish me to do so,
But I nenetheless am fiost grateful to you for your cooperation and 1 cetbtainly
will pray for you and for all of the apostollc work thazt you are doing,

Your brother in Christ,

Robert A, Wild, S.J.
Provincial
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May 13,1991

Br. Ricardo Palacio, $.5.C.
Christian Brothers Retreat House
2233 Sulphur Springs Avenpe

5t. Helena, California 94514

Dear Br, Ricardo,

In Tesponse to your telephope call to us, Sunday, February 17, 1991, suggesiing that
certain impreprieties occurred during a retreat conducted by Fr. Donald HeGuire, we
thought it prudent to clarify the events conceraing Fether and our som,

was given the opportunity to travel and be schocied by Fr. McGuire,
supports Father ip his retreats and aids Wim ip nis medical needs, as he 15 among other
things diabetic and suffering from a protruding disc.

He placed the care of our son, physically, spiritua‘l‘ly, and academically, in the hands of
Fr. McGuire, " has been traveling and 2ssisting Fr. since October, 1990, He has
returned home twice since October and we have beep in phone contact with Mm

regularly, His itinerary as well as phone contacts and addresses are known to us at all
times,

" Bpon arrival st the Christian Brother's Retreat House, phoned home to report that
his Tuggage had been Yost by America West, Being well aware of the schedule and what a
retreat given by Fr. Mc@uire involyes, we naturally assumed that would receive
any additfonal assistance he reguired from the Brothers, He were very disappointed to
Yearn that not oy did no one offer to assist Nim in locating his bag but no offer was
m ade of toiletries, etg.

During our telephona conversation, Br. Ricardo, you were requested to keep what was
discussed confidentia)l until owr son returped home, You were assured that we would
discuss your concerns with by tele;‘:uhone in the interim, Shortly afterwards we
were extremely upset to Jearn that not only had you spoken to at least two other priests
and a religious, but that you were not honest when conveying how you acquired our
telephope number. Nor weare you hunest regarding the number of personal conversations
you stated took place between and yourself. Hone of which, according to

ever atcurred, On the contrary, stated that he was disturbed because two
Brothers at the Retreat House were obviowsly pursuing him to spend time with them, Fr,
M cGuire intervened only when the Brothers persisted,

We were also extremely upset to Tearn that 1ess thap a week after your telephone call to
vs, Fr. McGuire was called kome by his Provincial becavse of your unsubstantiated

* accusations. Rot enly wasthis a large financial burden and faconvenience to Father but
was cause for us to question your judgement concerning the situation,

In our opinion, your approach to this situstion was grossly imprudent. &t would have bean
much wiser for all concerned if Fr. M&Guire would have been confromted directly by
you, As a result of your actions the implicatien of scandal e.x. _

= § EXHIBIT21
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Br, Ricardo Palaciz, S.5.C.

May 13, 1991
Page 2

Ve have been assured by our son, that no improprieties occured and that Fr.
Hckuire was at all times perfectly polite ta the retréatants as well as the staff at the
Retreat House, Fr. MeGuire's reputation i= one of ictearity and holiness, Had you
inguired with those organizing the retreat, , they would have

giadly given you a very large and impressive Hst of references, neqinning with Mother
Teresa.

Metrust that this is a closed issue apd that no other reprecussions will follow. We shall

keep you and your staff in our prayers.

God biess vou.

cct Br. Wark Murphy, F.5.C., Provincial
Rev, Donald 3, HeGuire, S,
Rev. Roterk Bild, 5,1, Provincial, Chicago Province
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Chicagn Province of the Society of Jesus

2050 North Chark Stree » Chicago, Ninols 60614-4788 « (312) 9756363 « (312) $75-0236 FAX
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June 19, 1821

Hev, Donzld J. HcGuire, S5.J.
Cantisius Heuse
201 Pempster Street T

.Evansten, IL 60201-A4704

Deay Deon,

Let we thank you very warmly indesd for your helpful repore on

your present situation thut you sent me undey date of June 5, I
em sorry that you were not able te make our Provinca Dayzr the
turnout of ¢ur men once spain was extrasydinary and I think that
people were really enthusiastie sbout our gathering., And, as you
say, 1 think you would have Found it a special moment of grace to
iopese hands wpon the four pidinandi,

Your health situation sounds challenging but still semething that
you czn deal with, I hope that the therapy that you arae ‘
undergoing does help your overall physfeal well-being. You have
had 2 variety:of health struggles aleng the way but they never
seem to stop You from your apostolic work.

Ton, 1 gave 2 lot of thought to writing the sort ¢f letter t‘hat,
you proposed to . In the end, however, I decided
agafinst such & course of action but determined simply to
acknowledge his original lecter in moch wore meutral fashion, even
though quite supportive of you. Since in thar vhole business 1
have already made one mistzke for which I spologized to you, 1
felt that I ought not to compound watters by getking into a
lengthy discussion with specially since you seemed to
have the backing of most or che key people in anpy case. 1 am
presuning that the governing board has in fact wmoved in your
direction and rhat e now are officially appointed the Spiricual
Director, If # is not happy with thae, well, never in
these sorts of matters is there any sort of gusrantee that there
w51l be total unanimity. Since in any case your letter arrived
too late for me to Influence the basic vote of the Board, I hope
that this approach on my part to the wheole business is
fundamentally satisfactory.

As you are undoubredly aware, 1 received a very helpful letter

from the parents inm Alaska of the boy whe had been travelling with

EXHIBIT
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Rev. Donald J, MHeBuire, 5.3,
June 19, 1991
Page Two

you during the early part of this year. That letrer helped
Further to clarify matters and certainly supported your
fundamental position, I am soryy that I had te put you through
21l of that whole business, but T know you understand that we .
canniot be teo pradent in this sort of watter. Despite this clear’
vindfeation of your condoct, howpver, I would stil] ask of you the
basic things that I asked in my previous letter eince T think
these matters are for your own prudemt protection. My own sense
is that you agree fully with this perspective. You realize, of
course, that in the aftermath of your conversation With me and
then wy reception of cthe letcex from Alasks I say this not because
any blame should £sl] upon you bur rather simply in a prudent way
o pretect you and your important ministry from any sort of harm.

Thanks agaln, Don, for your most helpful letter, May the lord
bless you sbundantly in your life and in your miniscry.

Your brother fn Christ, .

Robexrt A, Wild, &5.3.
Provincial
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April 26, 1993

Fr. Joe Fessio called to report that Don MeQuire was ‘on a trip to Russia accompanied by
some young men, one of whom he was taking showers with and reading hard pormography
togeiher, They a]so masturbaled by McQuire may not have touched the young man.

‘This young man's name is SDwBiSewe: ond Joe knows his father”  well who is a
good Catholic, £k was 1 sponsoer at his confirmation and Jearned this story
from the father, - R is a l]awyer and contacted Joe! Joe asked him to keep this quiet
until e cold represent this o McQuire’s provincial,

I sait that I would be willing to talk to omDITOW.
He also mentioned that a Fr, Thurston was on (his tnp to Russia with them and thoughl

Don's behavior was odd. 1t was Thurston talidng to which promited to
inquire of his son.

Fessm
%5@wfa@4
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April 27, 1993
Conversation with r

first talked with who was not completely rational about the incident.
+is an attomey, friend of the family, and sponsor for confirmation. A group met
on Saturday, April 24, lo discuss "h'ﬂ happenbd ang whay to do. The group consists of ¥
RN AN S : Mofﬁw],
Fr, 'I‘ony Thurston, and Fr. )’oc Fass:o 5.1} They. had considered conirommg Pon McQuire
but Joe Fessio thought it would be best 10 go through the proper channels. Thus. alled
me. They inquired of | what had occurred and he told some in front of all but then told
more but did not want his parents to know. :

- said that he is 90% sure it is a true story. From what he knows of the family and .
he has no reason 1o disbelieye him. is a sensitive young man of 16. Out of the last nine
months, four and a half he has traveled with McQuire. Don wanted 10 assist him and he
promised that he would keep _,up on his studies and celebrate Mass daily for
However, has not kept up on his studies and did not pel to Mass every day. Recently
Dron asked for to accompany him but said no and Don became very upset.
Same serious things according 10 were said. At one point Don said thal he had 1o use
confessional material of so that  _ would know how much needed his
counseling. McQuire was really upset and this signaled . - something was poing on.

was showing some lack of consideration for people. sald that Donr would purchase
explicit porography, worse than Playboy, and look at it 1ogether so that : could learn
more about his body. This wenl on for about a month and half. They roomed in the same
room together, take showers together in which would wash Don, and would give
imassages. They would be naked together in the room. Mo purely homosexual acl was
commiited and probably no 1ouching of genilals bul some brushing. acknowledged that
he would masturbate but did not know of McQuire. . parenis know nothing of the
times McQuire and were naked together, .

wants McQuire to get help and to take a sabbatical which he could easily claim was
due to his own poor health. McQuire does have physical problems, diabetes. If no action
were begun in a few weeks, and the group are prepared to go to civil authorities.
+1old me that this group has the wealth to do this, However, they prefer to keep it quiet
and allow McQuire 10 Keep his reputation if he goes for help,

I asked if 1eeded some counseling and 4id not think so at this time. Although
knew something was wrong, McQuire always provided reasons for him on what they

. were doing.

141old that T would call McQuire 1o Chicago where I would inform him of the
allepation and hear bis side of lhe story, is aware that McQuire might deny or
rationalize his way through the allegation. 1 also told that 1 needed 10 confer with the
provincial but probably McQuire would be asked to go for an evalvation. Afier 1 had talkeq
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with McQuire, I would call He thought T might want 1o converse with # x|
but T told him I wonld prefer to converse with one representative of the group at this time.
He gave me ¥ 3 phone numbe; also said that he covld not keep the group
from going to civil zumerity, he would let me know.
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Aprl 27, 1993

Talked with Joe Fessio again this afternoon after he had conversed with

The group who also may have includer - and did not include Joe were willing to
confront Don McQuire on his inappropriate conduct. However, they noticed he was leaving
for Arizopa on Thursday and they would need to do this quickly. I filled Joe in on where
things were and that I had tatked with Don McQuire this afternoon and that he was flying to
Chicago to meet with me on Friday, April 30. 1 also mentioned that I had told Don there was
a serious allegation of sexual abuse from the family.

Yoe said that Don has a tremendous ability o write us off as the Lberal opponents but we
may wabt help from the men in Catiforsia because he cannot write them off as liberal. They
are orthedox and want to help both the Chureh and Don. I appreciated Joe’s willingness (o
help us and told him so. He also mentioned that Don needs an audience and that over the
years his ego has potten bigger. Even without this incident, Don has been on the fringe too
long and has become strange, He needs to be reined in, Joe feels there is plenty of other
stuff that Don needs to address but he admitied that he is not a psychologist. He agked me if

i had talked with and T told him no but I am certainly willing to have ihe
father call me. Also Yoe said that he would call . and tell him what we were planning to
do. He thought would be most pleased that we have acled so quickly.

I also told Yoe T appreciated his help in this matter and may call on him in the futore.

EXHIBIT 25
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April 30, 1993

I met with Don McQuire today for about an hour, Joe Downey, his superior also was with
me, 1 explained our procedure and the allegation about . brought to us by Joe
Fessio, §) anc I 2130 mentioned Bob Wild's letter after the last incident in
which Don was 1ot to travel with a companion who was a minor. From the beginning X told
this group of men wanted to confront him for his own sake, the care of his ministry, and the
good of the Society and Church. If he was unwilling 1o do anything, would
be willing to approach civil authorities,

When Don arrived he needed to take his insulin as well as orange juice with a number of
pills. He listened and then explained his rejationship to the family. He has directed
the wife, in four reireats and met through who recommended he
might be someone 1o help Don. Don has given retreats 10 . and realizes that he is very
depressed and deals with his depression through sex. Don spoke about how tyrannical
‘is and that he keeps in home study because he will not let him go to school.
is a "saint” who has decided to keep the peace no matter what and mediates between -
who seems 10 be the oldest of three children and the father, ’ According to Don,
is upset that loves Don more than his father. Thal Don treats as an
individuat who can take responsibility for his life, Whereas treats like a three year
old. Don spent quite 2 bit of time telling us how unbalanced is.

I asked Don 1o speak 1o the sllepations. He admitted thal he was tolerant to reading
pornography but denied he ever purchased it and said that any pornography belonged to

He did not understand why wounld have elaimed that Don bought it but it was
probably because he was pressured under fear of his father, He denied they took showers
together but said that would wash his right foot since he cannot bend to do that, He
admitied they shared a room but the door was always open and Fr, Thurston lved next door
in Russia and Poland. He cxplained that the missionary Sisters of Charity do not have much
and the room is like a sacristy. He also talked about how he cared for when he was ill
in India, would not allow his son to get the necessary shots for this trip and thus he

“did get sick but that is the only time he physically tonched him, He went on 1o say, since his

health condition of ten years ago, ke has no sexval desires and he is not attracted to boys,
The only time he "has fallen” it was with 2 woman. He'denied that they were naked
together in the room. He felt that since he was always with a group, such as a priest,
doctor, dentist, he was not breaking his promise to Bob. However, he admitted that the
question of obedience was involved.

1 told him that he could give this retreat in Phoenix next week provided he told the superior
that he was under apn allegation and that he sould not be with minors without supervision, He
agreed 1o this. Also he agreed to go for an evaluation at St. Luke’s which would begin on
May 9 and go until May 14, He will call in this aftemoon to give me his phone number and
address, I have made arrangements for him at St, Luke”s. Tthink that Don sensed this was
coming.

Joe Downey reflected to Don about his judgement and that he seems imprudent. Given the
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chimate of these times he needs to avoid possible scandal, Joe mentioned his office and ro0m
at Canisius and that some of the community are concerned aboutl how his secretary goes in
and out of his room. Joe admitted she is a plons woman but Don needs 1o be prudent. Don I
went on about he has always been accused of being imprudent even since Baden because he
cares for the poor and people. He listened but he usnally had a response about how others Ll
only played bridge. He thanked us and {old us we were good people. He also mentioned that :
it was provident that May was relatively open for him because a trip was canceled, He :
seemed 10 be Implying that he has begun to try to lape some of his presentations so that he
would not need to travel 25 much, 1 asked for the phone number.and address of where he
was giving this retrcat in Phoenix bui he did not have 11 and said that he would check with
his secretary and gel back to me with this data,

it e e e

After our conversation Joe and I talked briefly and Foe acknowledged how Don evades issues
and questions and always scems to have a reason. Even when he does not, e was not very
: . ~ defensive. Joe Downey will go to St. Luke’s on May 14 for the feedback and two weeks
) after that lime, a written evaluation will be sent to both Joe and Don, Then Joe, Don, and 1
may need to consult or you may need to tell Don what he needs lo da.
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April 30, 1993

¥ tatked to SRENENNEER, conuact with the  _ _ family, this aftemoon and filled him in
on what transpired this moming in our conversation with Don McQuire. I told him thal he
denied a majority of the allegations but admitied to having stay in his room and that
Don would go o St. Luke's for an evaluation. 1 also told him that Don’s superior was with
me and will be getting feedback on Don’s evaluation. After that time Fr, Provmcnal will
.make a Judgcmcm what is most needed for Don at this time.

Once there has been a resolution, I will call SEERSHERER and inform him,

He told me the group met with Joe Fessio recently and agreed that this information would go
no farther. He thinks the group is pleased with the speed with which we have attended 1o this
matler. I also told the date of Don's evaluation and that he would be directing a
retreal in Arizona before but he had lo mention to the Sister superjor thal he was under an
allegation of sexual abuse and could not be with minors without supervision} v mentioned
that there is another 15 year old boy who is close to Don that could be on this retreat. He
also mentioned that the group discussed and are concemed that Don seems to have used some
confessional matter about _with his father . . T received this information
and did not say anything.
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McCORKLE COURT REPORTERS, INC.
CHICAGO, ILLINOIS - (312) 263-0052

2
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IN THE GIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLNOQIS 1 DEPOSITION OF JOHN DOE 717,
COLNTY DERARTMENT - LAW DIVISION 2 waslaken on March 27, 2009, commenolry at $:368 am,, af the
-{?g*" DOE 117 and JOHN DOE ) S Offices of GRIFFIN AND ASSODIATES COURT REPORTERS, 3030
) ) 4 Norih Central Avanue, Suite 1102, Phoenix, Arizons, 85012,
_ Plaingtls, ) 5  befora JANICE G, FULLER, a Ceriied Courl Reperier In the
Ve, } Ne, 67 L 011952 [} Blate of Arizena.
JESUITS and FATHEg DONALD J.) ) §  COUNSEL AF.P EARING:
MCGUIRE, §.4., ) ] For the Plaintiffs:
" Setendarts. ) 10 THE MCGUIRE LAv_u FIRM
) BY! Kevin M. McGuire, Esq.
M 43468 Ridge Park Drive
DEPOSIVION OF JOHN DOE 147 Suile 200
" ' 12 Temecula, Califomia 92580
13
g KERNS, FROST & PEAFLMAN, LLG
9:38 a,m. 14 8Y: Michael L. Brooks, E&q,
REPORTED B 70 West Mediscn
JANICE G, FULLER. RPR 18 Suite 5350
Certliied Cour Reporier Chleage, lliinais 60602
Certificate No, 5DB52
PREPARED FOR: 6
ASGIVCONDENSED 17 For [he Defendents:
) w QUERREY & HARROW
' BY: Robarl P, Huabsch, Esq.
1% 175 West Jacksen Boulevard
Syile 1600
20 Chizage, llincis 805042627
21 ’
MCCARTHY & TOOMEY
e BY: Timalhy C. Teomey, Esq.
4433 West Touhy Averue
23 Sulle 262
Linsolmvead, lllingis 60712
24
%
3
1 INDEX 1 JOHN DOE 117,
2 EXAMINATION: PAGE: 2 called as a witness hereln, having been first duly sworm,
3 By WMr. Huebsch 4 3 was exarmined and testified as follows:
4 By Mr. Toomey 109 4 '
5 5 EXAMINATION
8 6  BYMR HUEBSCH:
7 7 Q. Let the record reflect this Is the discovery
| B8 8  deposition of John Doe 117, taken pursuani to nollce and
9 9  scheduled for today's time and date. Let the record furlher
10 10 reflact the ¢eposilion Is being taken pursuant to the
11 11 applicable rules of ihe Supreme Cour of llinois, and the
4 12 Circuit Court of Cook County, In additlon to the applicable
13 13 seclicns of the llinais Code of Civil Procedure.
114 14 Mr. Doe, my name I8 Bob Huebsch, fm a lawyer,
a4 5  and | Tepresent the Jesuit Order in a lawsult that hes been
3] 16 flled in the Circult Sourt of Cook County by yourself. I'm
47 17 hare to ask yau some questions about the facts surrounding
N8 18 that lawsuil, and any damages you're claiming therafrom.
ikl 19 If during the deposilion today your dan't
D0 20 undersiand, please let me know and [} be gled to rephrase
P4 21 thequestion, If the question is awkward or confusing to
[22 22 you, Just let me know, and wa'll~ il's Impordant we |
P3 23 understand one another here today.
124 24 The next ground tule is | have lo hear English,
P& 25 verbal answers cotne out of your mouth, yes, no, whatever,
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1 Q. --with McGulre? 1 Q. Okay., What did he da?
2 A. Yes, 2 A, He touched, he touched my penis, very, very :
3 Q, Okay. When was the next one that you remember? 3 lightly.
4 A.  One that, one [ remember was af, it was ata ‘ 4 Q. OQkay. Any other touching other than that? 2
5  relreat in Payson. 5 A No.
& Q. Qkay. When was this? 2] Q. Did MeGulre ask you at fhls sefting, even In the
7 A, ltwas, L don't, again, ageln the time is line 7  confession — and | know — wall, strike the guestion.
8 hazy. 8 Was this agaln one of these informal confessions,
9 Q. Okay, AR right, @ where you're Just sitling in a room lalking back and forih, ;
10 A, |wanl to say maybe, it was maybe around, around 10 orwas this more formal, in 2 confesstonal, in & church?
11 the year after that, maybe around 93, k3 A, No, it was, it was, It was again, it was in the t
12 it was usually, H was usually again early summer 32 home.
13 orlate summer. 15 Q. Okay, .
14 Q. Whare In Payson was it held? 4 A And | remamber they acfually had, like in i
18 A. Hwas, it was held at whal they'd call, call the 15 confession oftantimes you'l have kneeler, with, with a
16 homestead, in Payson, which was a rich, a rich tamfly 18 curain dividing —
%7 frlend's second resldence there. 17 Q. Right i
18 Q. Allfight. Who owned that? Don't tell me their 18 A. -~ dividing the person saying the confession from %
18 narne on the record, do you know who owned it? We'l talk 18 the confessor, But he had aclually asked, asked me to coma f
20 about it offhe racord. 20 around that and st next to him.
21 A, 21 Q. Qkay. And did he touch you at all other than l
22 MR. HUEBSCtH: Okay. Lels go off the record. 22  the, on your penis? ‘
23 (A brief off-the-record discusslon was held,) 23 A, 1remember on several cccasions he put his hand
24 BYMR, HUEBSCH: 24 on, onmy leg, when he talked o me, specifically whan it
25 Q. Back on the record. Had you ever bean {o 25 was, when It wak a lot of timas about something of a sexual %
69 il
;
1  and - home In Paysch before that time? 1 nalure, when he'd be, he'd very Tke, he — the way, lhe.w‘a&r
2 A, Yes. . 2 Ifettwas he, was he was Infending to be vety friendly and ¥
3 Q. Okay. Had yéu aver been there with McGuire? 3 comforting and fatherly, and fatherly end saying, s okay, :
4 A. Ibelleve so, 4 youcan, You ¢an be honest with me. !L
5 Q. Qkay. Buring that visitto T 5 Q. Okay. During these eplsedes yoliva told me F
6  second home in Payson, had McGuiire ever canﬁucﬂed any other &  about, would he show you any pormnography? E
7 Inappropriate sexual behavior towards you, Or was it just 7 A. During these eplsodes, | don't remember him {
8 when you remnember this Payson 93 evem? B showing, showing me eny pemography. The onfy thing | can,
-] A.  This, this, this is what, 1bis is what 9 |¢an recall him showing me when |, when | was youny, thal
10 remember. 10 wolld even be in any way construed of sexual nedure would ‘.:
11 Q. Okay. Qkay. Tell me what happened in, at 14 be,would be some nude, some nude, some nude painfings, some -
12 and n Paysen, 12 nude arlinabook .
13 A, ltwas, itwas again In the, In the confesstonat, 13 0. Ghay. Alldghl. And he would 168 10 you about
14 Q. Okay, 14 men and women and thelr physical etlributes and their z
18 A. And |twas somewhat, somewhat of a similar 5 physical sppearence and (hat sort &f sIUF when he wag E
16  eplsode, where we, whera he asked me sbout, about 16 showing you these painlings and the like?
17 masturbelion, impure thoughts, et ceters, And |, | remember 17 A.  He, he'd talk about appreciating the human body. %
18 et ?hls roint he was, he was concemed thal |, that I, that 18 Q. Allright, Aliright. Otherihan the paintings, %
18 [had hurt myself or something by masturbating. 18 wasthere eny, ever up unill this Payson, and we'lt go on i
20 Q. Did ha ask to lock et your genitals again? 20 beyond thal, but up urdil this Payson incident, was there
29 A, Yes, 21 any evar showing of magazines, Playboy, Hustlar, anything
22 Q. DId you show them to him? 22 Tkethat?
25 A Yes 23 A.  Not, nat thet | can remenmber. t
24 Q, Allright, DId he toush you In any manner? 24 Q. Anyfilms, videos, enything of that nature he E
2 A Yes ‘ 25 wauld show yau? }
70 72 [
e o e e e e

18 (Pages 69 to 72)

McCORKLE COURT REPORTERS, INC.
CHICAGO, ILLINOIS - (312) 263-0052



L

}ﬁ'ﬂﬁf’
- Jesuits

Chicago Province of the Saciery of Jesus

2050 North Clark Street » Chicago, Minais 60414-4788 « |312) $75-6363 ¢ [312) 975-0230 FAX

June 7, 1993

At the outset, let me thank you for your sensitive and thorough letter
concerning the incldents relative to yeour son and his relationship with Fr.
Donald McGuire. As you know, we have teken these nllegatlons seriously and
have proceeded Iin a forthright masnner.

As a result of these allegatlons, Fr. McGulre has gene through an extensive
evaluation by a highly reputable treatment center which works with clergy who
bave significant health issues.

Upen the recommendation of this eveluatlon, Fr, McGulrxe will be involved in a
program at an approved and reputsble fecllity for an extended period of time.
In between times, his ministry will keep him under clese supervlsion.

The possibility of having somecne llke Fr. John Kardon serve as a mentor for
Fr. McGulre will be glven careful consideration. Such is often the
recommendation of those involved In a treatment program and 1'm sure that Fr,
Harden would make an exeellent mentor. We need to see, however, how this
might Fit with rhe entire treatment program.

This 15 the way we plan to proceed. It seems Chat such will provide for Fr,
McBulre in an appropriate fashion and also for the wider Church.

Should you have any further guestions or concerns, plesse do not hesltate to
contact my Executlive Assistant, Fr, Francls Daly, whe has been intimately
irivolved In this issue and continues to monitor its developments.

1“ the l—l‘ordl

Bradley M. Schaeffer, 5.J.

Provincial J///

cc: Francis J. Daly, §.J.
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STATE OF ILLINDIS )

. ] 8B&:
COUNTY OF C 0D K )

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
COUNTY DEPARTMENT - LAW DIVISION

JOHN DOE 116,
Flaintiff,

Vs, Ne. Q7 L B784

" APPEARANCES (Continued):

QUERREY & HARROW, LTD.

BY: MR. ROBERT P. HUEBSCH

175 West Jackson Boulevard, Suite 1600
Chicago, Hiiinois 60604

‘McCorkle Court Reporters, Inc,
-~ Chicago, ITlinois. (312) 263-0052
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DONALD J.OH:_GU(IjRE, 8.J., ) 9 AND :
The a{soovery deposition of FATHER RIcksrd || 10 McCARTHY & TOOMEY ]§
Lt e et e, 17 BY: MR TIVOTHY TOOVEY
County, T111nois, on the 24th day of June, 2000, at |12 4433 West Touhy Avenue
:g \:::::cgagzs‘log'g:r:e;, Chicage, I1incis, pursuant 13 Lincolnwood, lllinois 60712
o 14 (847) 675-9639
e S 15 Representing The Chicago Province of
16 the Soclety of Jesus;
17
18 MR. ROBERT MALONEY -
19 P.O. Box 918
20 Oak Park, lllinols 60303
21 (312) 700-4959
22 Representing Father Donald J.
23 McGuire, S.J.
24
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2 THE McGUIRE LAW FIRM 2 AR MBURN
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4 - 43460 Ridge Park Drive, Suite 200 ‘ EXHIBITS
5 Temecula, California 92590 L vl WEDFORD §
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13 MR. MICHAEL L. BROOKS and B Notg 20 :
14 MR. DAVID A. ARGAY "ooTels e :
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17 (312) 261-4550 v Nen a2 i
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20 Nt R %
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1 Sociely of Jesus at this time? 1 A. Itwas about ten pages probably. ;
2. A. |think it was because In reading the 2 Q. Did you read that psychological
3 file, | discovered there were guidelines for him. 3 evaluation? :
4 Q. Is that the first time that you were made 4 A Yes. |
5 awars of restrictions and guidelines being issued & Q. And after reading that psychological §
6 to Don McGuirs? : 8 evaluation, did you come to any conclusions? ?
7 A, As far as | can remember, yes, 7 A. 1simply saw that Don had -- that the I
B8 Q. Woas that the first time to your knowledge 8 psychological evaluation recommended that he have [
9 that the provincial knew that there was guidelines 8 residential treatment, and | think Fran Daly's
10 and restrictions on Don McGuire? 10  notes indicated that he had subsequently had that
11 A, 1don't know, 11 for a period of about six months,
12 Q. Essentially, can you estimate how many 12 Q. After reading the psychological evaluation
13  documents -- how thick was Don McGuire's 13 of Don McGuire, did you come to any conclusion that |
14  confidential file when you had reviewed it in and 14 he had been diagnosed with a sexual behavioral i
15 around January of 20007 16  disorder? g
16 A. Aninch orfwo. | don't know. it's hard 16 A i stated thet, yes. d
17  to remember. 17 Q. Does the word frotteurism ring a bell?
18 Q. W'sokay, I'mjust, again, ona 18 A, Yes,
19 fact-finding mission, whatever you can remember, 18 Q. Did you have an understanding prior to
20 Do you remember seeing documents in 20  this psychological evaluation as to what
21 Don McGuire's confidential file that dated back to 21 frolteurism was?
22 his Loyola Academy days in the 1950s7? 22 A No, it's the first ime | heard the term. :
23 A. |1 somehow came to know that Don was fired 23 Q. You previously testified that you had at :
24  from Loyola Academy in 1970, That was probably 24  least a BA in psychology, correct? E
117 118 K
1 from a document in there or a note. 1 A, Correct. ‘-
2 Q. Did you have an understanding that he was 2 Q. Did you ever learn about frottsurism in '?
3 fired from Loyola because of sexual misconduct with 3 any of your psychological studies? §
4  one of the students there? 4 A. Notthat | recall,
5 A. 1didn't know the circumstances. 5 Q. What Is your understanding of frotteurism {:
6 Q. Did you have any kind of an understanding, 6 today?
7  whether an intuition or whether you were informed 7 A. It's a person that derlves some pleasure
8 by a document in the confidential file, that it was B8 from fouching another person which may be genitat  }¢
9 due to sexual misconduct with a minor? @ or not and that person derives some degree of ;
10 A. None of that came to light uniil the trial 10  erotic satisfaction. '
11 in Wisconsin which was after my tenure in office 11 Q. Soit's associated with a sexual desire or
12 was concluded. 12  satisfaction, correct?
13 Q. If | can have you look at the file, 13 A. Yes.
14 sorry, the document, Exhibit No. 1. Towards the 14 Q. Was there any indication in the _
15  end right before the statement, a brief history, it 15  psychological evaluation that Don McGuire had
16  says you enclosed Bob Wild's guidelines, Fran 16 resolved any of these psychological issues? 3
17  Daly's revised guldelines and Fran's history of Don 17 A. | don't remember. ‘
18  and something psych and evaluation of Don? 18 Q. Was there any indication in this :
19 A. Yes. 19 psychological evaluation that Don McGuire had '§
20 Q. .Did you see a psychological evaluation of 20 -was in need of weekly therapy? H
21 Don McGuire in the confidential file at this time? 21 A, The conclusion of the evaluation
22 A, Yes. ‘ 22 recommended residential treatment for him.
23 Q. How big was it? Was it many pages, was it 23 Q. And residential treatment, do you have an
24  atreatise, was it a memo? What was it? 24  understanding as to what that meant?
118 120 |;
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1 conversation to be? 1 see if this were true? |
2. A Yes. ‘ 2 A. No.
3 Q. And what was your reaction to this? 3 Q. bid you discount any of this information é
4 A. |thought if Don was really trying to do 4 simply because it was from Father Fessio? 4
5 that, that was crazy. 5 A. No. i
6 Q. And did you dismlgs this information that 6 Q. Do you know Joe Fessio?
7  you recelved or did you follow up on it? 7 A. Not personally. j
8 A. [didn't follow up on it until the autumn. 8 Q. Other than in dealing with the issues that 1
9 Q. Until when? 9 surround Father McGuire, have you ever had any H
10 A. The autumn, September or early October. 510  dealings with Father Fessio? :
11 Q. And why was that? 11 A. Not personally, ;
12 A ldon't--well, let me see. 12 Q. You mention here that Father Fessio was
13 It had to do with the fact that -- first 13 alscinvolved in the complaint back in '93,
14 of all, [ as | said, | thought this was crazy. 14  correct?
15 Jesuits aren't going to be having children live 15 A. Yes,
16  with them. My only concern was is' Don tryingto §16 Q. Did you remember that off the fop of your
17  take on some kind of legal obligation withoutthe 17  head or did you have to go back into the
18  provincials permission. 18  confidential file to remember that issue?
19 Q. So essentially, you just thought the idea 19 A. | don't remember specifically.
20 was crazy? 20 Q. Did you contact Father Fessio at all ]
21 A. Yeah, 21 regarding this? I
22 Q. And it literally sounded really bizarre to 22 A. No.
23 you. 23 Q. Again, is that simply because you believed
24 Is that fair to say? 24  that this was Just so bizarre, it coutdn't be true?
145 147
1 A. Yeah. Offthe wall, yes. 1 I'tm just wondering if that was your understanding.
2 Q. Did you investigate this further at any 2 Ifnot, that's fine.
3  fime? 3 A. Atthe time, | think so.
4 A. [ talked with Don in October about it. 4 Q. You subsequently followed up in the fali?
5 Q. Any particular reason why you waited until 5 A. Yes, ;
6 the fall? 6 Q. And you followed up with Don McGuire? :;
7 A. |don't remember. 7 A. Yes, l‘"‘
8 Q. Did you - if this were true, would you 8 Q. And what was Don McGuire's reaction? :
9@ regard this as a serious situation? 9 A. 1asked Don if this were so, | don't think
10 A. For a Jesuit to make a decision like this, 10 | mentioned Father Fessio's name, and he said he
11 take on a legal obligation without his provincial's 11  was not i legal guardian and that the
12  permission, yes. 12 were, - -
13 Q. Did you understand this to be a legal 13 Q. Okay. And -- ‘
14  obligation? 14 A. lasked him if he could produce any i
15 A. He uses the phrase Iegal guardian. 15  document to that effect and he said he would. "&é
16 Q. And your understanding of that was thathe £16 . Q. And, in fact, he did ultimately produce a i
17 would be undertaking a legal obligation, correct? 17  document, didn't he? ;
18 A. Yes. 18 A, Yes. i
19 Q. Did you also have an understanding that if 19 Q. Signed by allegedly . » mother, f
20  this were true, he might be obliging the Jesuits to 20 correct? F
21 undertake that legal obligation since he was a 21 A, Yes, :
22  society member? 22 Q. And that document was signed in August of |
23 A. Well, that's why | thought it was crazy. 23 2000, correct? ;
24 Q. Did you contact in any way to 24 A, Yes. %
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1 Q. 8o that postdated the initial time that 1 Q. Knowing what you knew about Father McGuire
2. you were contacted about this issue? 2 in Decernber of 2000 after reviewing his
3 A. Yes, 3 confidential fiie and ali the complaints and so -
4 Q. At any time after you received the note 4  forth that you ware privy to, did this give you
5 from. . mother that the * were the 5  concem?
& legal guardians and knowing full well that the date 6 A. Once It was established that the
7 of the letter was after the initial contact, did 7  were his legal guardian, we had no further concern
8 you ever get back to Father McGuire and ask him, 8 about
9 okay, were you ever a legal guardian of ! ? 9 Q. Did you have any concern that maybe Don
10 A. No, | never asked him that. 10  McGuire might be hanging around him foo much and
11 Q. Did that thought occur to you? 11 doing the same kinds of things fo him that he was
12 A, 1 don't think it did, no. 12  accused of doing back in '93, ‘84, "85 — sorry
13 Q. Were you satisfied with the letier that 13 -'91,'93, and '957
14 had sent to you? 14 A. No, we never thought of it in terms of
15 A, Yes. 15  sexual abuse,
16 Q. Did you have an understanding that that 16 MR. HUEBSCH: Let's take a break now for
17 note was specifically executed for your benefit? 17  ten minutes and stretch our legs.
18 A. Yes. ! asked Donto senditto me., | 18 MR. McGUIRE: All right.
19 Q. Right. But you have no idea whether or 19 {Whereupon, recess taken.)
20 not Don had called up and said, all right, 20 MR, McGUIRE; Back on the record.
21 we've got to change this and you got to give this 21 BY MR. McGUIRE:
22 tothe’ } You don't know anything about 22 Q. If can, in the last memno, Exhibit No. &
23  that? 23 |believe it was, the June 1st, 2000, memo, it
24 A. No, 24  obviously talks about s living with
149 151F
1 Q. Atany time were you aware that Don 1 Don McGuire?
2 McGuirs had put down as part of a health 2 A. Yes.
3 insurance program? 3 Q. Did that concern you?
4 A. No. 4 A, If it were true, it would.
5 Q. Do you have any awareness or understanding 5 Q. And at the point in ime that you received
& that, in fact, he did represent himself on these 6 this Information, again, did you dismiss it
7  insurance documents as being legal 7  thinking it's just too bizarre to be true?
8 guardian? 8 A. Sure,
9 A. No. 9 Q. But given what you know of Don McGuire, if
10 Q. Do you have any awareness that at the 10 that were, In fact, true, that would raise real
11 8t Lawrence Seminary in Wisconsin, that 11  issues, real concerns for you?
12  applications were filled out on behalf of : 12 A, Yes,
13  indicating that Don McGuire really was his legal 13 Q. Did you ever ask Don McGuire whather or
14  guardian? 14 not was going to live with him?
15 A, No, we didn't know that. 15 A, No.
16 Q. Did you ask Don McGuire at this time who 16 MR. McGUIRE: Off the record.
17  was! ? 17 (Whereupon, a discussion was had
18 A, Atthis time? 18 off the record.)
19 Q. Yes, 19  BY MR. McGUIRE:
20 A, | think Don voluntsered that was 20 Q. Again, did you ever follow up with
21 his godson. That's all | know. 21 McGuire's superior, local superior as to whether or
22 Q. Did you inguire into .age at all 22  not maybe’ might be living with him?
23 atthat time? 1 know it indicates 14 here, but... 23 A. talked about it in December with his
24 A. No, | didn't. 24  local superior, Michael Perko, who complained that
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1  BY MR. PEARLMAN: 1 that time, you had known, you knew at that time
2. Q. You had a -- by the autumn of 2000, you 2 that there were going to be new restrictions that
3  had a history of deallngs with McGuire, correct? 3 were going to change the age from 21 to 30,
4 A. Two previous -- well, one previous 4 comect?
5 conversation. 5 A. No, no. That was prior to that.
6 Q. And you had reviewed his entlre file now a 6 Q. When was McGuire leaving for India as far
7 fewtimes-- 7 as yourecall with.
8 A. Yes, 8 A.- Well, when | talked to him, it was early 1
9 Q. -~ pericdically when you would need to? ©  October, so | assume probably by mid October, he |}
10 A, Yes, 10 must have been gone,
11 Q. And by that time, without going all back 11 Q. Okay. Did it occur fo you -- regardless
12 overit, you had firmly established in your mind 12 of whetherw was 20 or 19 or 22, regardless of  {i
13 that he had sexual issues? 13- his age, did it occur to you that it was a bad idea :
14 A. Yes. 14  for McGuire to be traveling with him in light of !
15 Q. And in your mind, you had established that 16 his history? i
16  he was difficult to deal with? 16 A, ltold Don that the provincial might not ;:
17 A. That was my feeling, yes. 17  want him to do that. i
18 Q. Dishonest? 18 Q. After you first heard about4 in
19 A. | don't know that | would say that, | 19 June of 2000, | believe you said you had a
20 Justfound him difficult to deal with and it was 20 discussion with McGuire about him, correct?
21 hard for me to believe that he couldn’t remember 21 A. Yes.
22  the guidelines had been given to him in 1925, 22 Q. And that conversation really focused more 5£
23 Q. So at least on one occasion, he had lied 23  onthe legalities of the relationship, correct?
24 toyou? 24 A. Yes, yes, _
229 231 §;
1 A. He simply said he couldn't remember having 1 Q. Who was hls lsgal guardian, who was paying
2 received them. | thought that was bologna, but | 2 for him?
3 didn't know whether he was lying or not. 3 A That's right. :
4 Q. Instead of characterizing it as honest or 4 Q. Did you ask him whether he was spending ’
5 dishonest, by this time, you had formed an opinion 5  timewith ?
6 regarding his credibility? ] A. |don't think I did. :
7 A. That particutar incident made me wonder 7 Q. And if he was, that would clearly be a ‘
8  about him, yes. B  violation of his restrictions? 4
9 Q. And when. was going to be traveling 9 A, Yes. i
10 with him to India, that in and of itself was a 10 Q. Why didn't you ask him about that?
11 breach of his restrictions, correct? 11 A. Once he told me that the were his
12 A. If he was Indeed under 21. 12  guardians, we had no further concern about that.
13 Q. And what did you do to find that out? 13 Q. You didn't have a concein if McGuire was
14 A. | asked Don if he was and he didn't give 14 spending time with regardless of who his
15  me a clear answar, 15  guardian was?
16 Q. And what did you do, then, to follow up on 16 A. Wae felt that would have been thelr
17 that? 17 responsibility. ;
18 A. Nothing. 18 Q. That's not my question. i
19 Q. Why not? 18 My question is didn't you have a soncern
20 A, Didn't -« 1 don't know. |think | was 20  of whether McGuire was spending time with this
21 simply preoccupied by the other things we were 21 14-year-old boy?
22 dealing with, 22 A. We had no particular reason to think that
23 Q. And at that time, at the time you were 23 hewas, Asferaswe knew, he was in Wisconsin,
24  talking to McGuire about traveling with at 24 MR. TOOMEY: That's all right.
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1 with Don McGuire? 1 A. Well, after a certain point, hobody could “%
2. A. That's right. 2 --no man could keep frack of more that what we've ?
3 Q. Any particular reason why the provincial 3 got here. é
4 wasn't here to lend force and effect to these 4 Q. You said that you revealed these ?
5 directives? 5 directives to Father Perko? ;
6 A. No. | think at this point, it was simply 6 A. Yes, ‘i'
7 aquestion of presenting them to Don. 7 Q. And what was his response?
B Q. What was his reaction to these diractives? B A, 1don't remember hearlng a response from
9 A. He was Initially defensive, but he signed 9 him.

10 them and | was genuinely surprised that he did, 10 Q. He didn't -- did he ask you how he Is :

11 Q. Did youinform the . later that he had 11 supposed to implement this? |

12  been forced to sign new directives restricting his 12 A, 1 don't recall us talking about it, i

13 conduct? 13 Q. Did you give him any guidance as to how he

14 A. lIsentthe: a letter saying that we had 14 might be able to implement these directives for i

15 concluded the matter, but 1 didn't give them any 15  Don McGuire? 3

16  specifics about how we did that. 18 A, | think | simply mailed them to him, '

17 Q. At this point in time, did you feel 17 Q. Did you have a discussion with Father

18  personally that you owed the *  a greater amountof §18  Perko about these directives and how they impact

19  information, so they could protect themselves and 12 McCuire's life? ’

20  their son relative to his comment? 20 A. |don't remember. K

21 A. As | recall, that letter | sent to him was 21 Q. Did Don McGuire's signing of these j

22  Mr, Toomey's advice. 22  directives, was that satisfaction enough for you? !

23 Q. Did you have a hand in drafting these 23 A. Inthe sense that | was -- that | was

24  directives? 24  generally doubtful ahead of time whether he would.

261 263

1 A. Yes. 1 Q. So you were surprised and genuinely #
2 Q. And did you draft every single one of 2  appreciative that he stgned them? i
3 them? 3 A. Yes, :
4 A. |think so, yes. Of course, the 4 Q. You thought it was going to be a struggle? :
§  provincial hiad to sign off on them., 5 A. Yes, i
6 Q. Right. Did you have a template when 8 Q. Other than falking fo Father Perko, how 3
7  putting these directives together? 7  did you expect to enforce these directives? 5
8 A, Atemplate? 8 A. | don't think there were any other means. p
9 Q. Yeah. Did someone say this is what | want 9 Q. At this time, did anybody talk about .

10 or-- 10  reining Don McGuire in such a way as to, you know,

11 A. This is what should go into a set of 11 move him out of Canisius House and bring him over

12 directives, no. 12 to the provincial — to Clark Street? _

13 Q. Did you make these directives up yourself? 13 A. In the provincial's meeting in the f

14 A. Uh-hub, 14 previous November, November 10th, Baumann said at |

15 MR. HUEBSCH: You have to answer yes or no. 15  least the three opfions he was thinking of is what :

16 THE WITNESS: Yes. 'm sorry. 16 dol do, do 1 tighten his guidelines, do 1 remove %

17  BY MR. McGUIRE: 17 him from his ministry, do | dismiss him and

18 Q. And, again, prior to you becoming socius 18 initiate his dismissa!t from the society,

19  and delegate for misconduct, you didn't receive any 1| 19 Q. Now, I'm curlous. | understand the reason

20 formal training on how to deal with the issues that 20 to have directives. What | don't understand is why

21 youwere going to be dealing with, comect? 21  he was not presented with a statement that he had

22 A. That's correct. 22  to sign indicating that he was no longer traveling

23 Q. And how did you come up with six 23 presently with anyone other the age of 30, he's got

24  directives as opposed 1o nine or three? 24 no one living with him, things of this nature, to

T N e T SRR e

- b hmarmarymm it
T e e P T AN o L R R e

262

iy
AP RNAD TR i L

AT 8, L T U B K b AT S Kbl e o 2 AN U 3R

(Pages 261 to 264

66

"McCorkle Court Reporters, Inc,

Chicago, I1lincois

(312) 263-0052




1 back up and give full force and effect to the other 1 A. tcan'tremember what the provincial's i
2. directives you gave him? 2 reaction to it was. He simply didn't want to make i
3 A. Right, That never cccurred to us to do. 3 useofit
4 Q. Did you believe these new directives were 4 Q. It draw your attention to the second
5 going to have any effect on him? 5  page, third paragraph from the bottom beginning i
6 A. 1could only hope they would. | was 8  with Don. ‘
7 somewhat skeptical. 7 A. Okay. :
8 Q. Did you inform the provincial that you 8 Q. Quote, Don, your unwillingness to abide by i
9  were skeptical about the new directives? 9 the guidelines imposed by your major superior :
10 A. 1think so even as they wers being 10  cannot continue, end quote.
11 created. 11 A. Right.
12 Q. Do you remember his response to that? 12 Q. Did the provincial believe that this
13 A. No. - 13  statement was too strong?
14 MR. McGUIRE: We'll move on to Exhibit 22 Bates §14 A. 1don't remember him taiking about that
15 stamped No. 1502 to 1583, 15 particular statement. He Just didn't want to use
16 {(Whereupon, McGurm Deposition 16 the letter, pericd.
17 Exhibit No, 22 was marked for 17 Q. Did he tell you that he wanted to be more
18 identification. ) 18  pastoral? _
19  BY MR. McGUIRE: 19 A. [don't remember us discussing it. i
20 Q. Do you recogrize this document? 20 Q. Given that the provincial seams to have
21 A. | do not recognize the top line or the 21 rejected this particular letter and givert the fact :
22 date of 2007, Other than that, let me see, | do 22 thatyou had heavy skepiicism relative to the new
23  recognize it. 23  directives that were issued to Don McGuire, did you
24 Q. Is that a letter that you had drafted 24  do anything other than what's being done as
265 267 :
1  previously? 1 reflected here in this record fo profect or :
2 A. Yes. 2 “from Don McGulre? i
3 Q. Whatis the purpose of this letter? 3 A. No. ‘
4 A. This was my suggestion for the provincial 4 Q. You mentioned before that you had §
5 to give to Don either prior to our meeting in 5  skepticism that McGuire wouldn't follow the :
6 December or when giving him the directives in 6 directives. ﬁ
7 February, 7 Other than just stating you were é
8 Q. So this was your suggestion to the -8  skeptical, did you do anything to ensure that your E
2  provincial of how he should handle Don McGuire? g  skepticlsm didn't become frue from your end?
10 A, Yes. 10 A. Atthe time, we really did not have the ‘
11 Q. Do you know approximately when this was 511 means to do that. 3
12 written? 12 Q. You didn't have the means to monitor him? !
13 A. December. | think it was December 13th | 13 A. |don't think we did, no. |
14 wrote it 14 Q. Did you make an assessment as to why you ﬂ
15 Q. So this was immediately before the 15  didn' have the means? | mean, did you review any  |j
16 December 15th mesting? 16 documenta? Did you review the Jesuit's resources
17 A. That's right. 17  to then determine that you didn't have the means to
18 Q. Inand around the same time that you 18  monitor him? ‘
19  created the summary? 19 A. | wouldn't have known how to do it to tell
20 A. That's right. 20  you the truth.
21 Q. To your knowledge, was this letter ever 21 Q. And, again, bringing him to Clark Street
22  issued to Don McGuire? 22  at this time was not an option?
23 A. No. 23 A. Father Baumann didn't decide on that until
24 Q. Whyis that? 24  later in 2002, :
266 268 i
e o 8 A TP e T B A B F oL M o Tt  eepeTer e P A T po B PR e et oA T erserreeri]

67 (Pages 265 to 268)

McCorkle Court Reporters, Inc.
Chicago, ITlinois (312) 263-0052 .



™

]

SO
Jesuits

Chlrago Province of the Society ol']csw

2050 North Clask Street » Chicago, Iinois 404144788 » [312) 975-6363 o (312} 975-0230 FAX

June 28, 1993

Rev, bDonald HcGulre, 5.7,
Canislus Hounsze
201 Dempster Street

, Evanstom, 1L 60201-4704

Dear Dom:

Let me summarize muarh of w) about over the past few weeks,
¥Knowing that you begin ar ] on Wednesday, I want you to go with
2 clear mind mnd heart so that you cap imvest in it &s woch az poseible.

The complaint leodged by the family 15 a serlous one which has legal
implicatiens, While.your interpretation and cheirs vary, it Ie clear there
were questionable aress involved in this relacionshlp., In addition, traveling
in the way you did with the young wan waz 8 clear wislatlon of the directives
given by Beob Wild afrer a similar concern was refsed two years ogo,

In each of these cases, there ls an uneasiness about yo‘ur ralationship with
vhe young men involved ond B sense that 50 ust wasn't right., That Is

vhy I asked you to have the gl which you readily agreed
to.

Based on that evelustion, I asked that you engap
would allew you to address the lssues ralsed in
avold any problems in the future and to allow you to do alnistry in an
appropriate metting and wanner.

Given your concerns about
which I had offered, Since]
apecial missfon of caring For clergy, you know that you will have to admit
yourself., You agreed to do so and to glve yourself fully to tho program For
which 1 am grateful, That program ir ndapted to each percon's needs and
ability to cooperate. Thus the program could be as short a$ gix menths or
lengthened, 1 will review the program en a regular basiq through Fran Dely
beginning two months after you are tharo,

What is wost important, Dem, is your Ffull investment in
This #il} pot be easy, but 1 count on your generous desire to serve the Lord
and to live our 1ife of the vows to sustain yeu In those challenglng moments
which will be present.

EXHIBIT 31
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Rev. bonald HeGuire, $.J.
June 28,.1993
Poge Two

Through fndividunl mndf through prayexr and spiritual
divection, I am confident that the Lord will bless your efferts at appronching
the issuas involved with seriousness and generogity, so that afterf

you will ba abls to serve the Church with & renewed ond healthy senso of
ministry,

I promise ve be with you in preyer.

In the Loxd,

Bradley M. Scheeffer, §.J.
Provincial
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Memo

TO: Brad

FROM: Fran

DATE: Ociober 27, 1993

RE: Don McGuire

John Hardon: called yeslerdzy 1o tell me thal he talked 1o the . when he was
in California and had an extended conversalion with the boy, who seems to be

doing very well. He also stated thal he concluded that Don has grave moral problems
and he is willing to visit kim a 1 Apain he siated that he did not wani
1o interfere but be an assistance to Don and the Society. 1 assured him Don would
appreciate his help.

John also mentioned | who is Don’s secretary and thought she could

be dealing with six figure amobnts in managing Don's financial accounts. 1 told John
1 had never talked {o and Imow nothing about Don's finances. Do we nezd to
pursue this matter in 50me way? 1 think John was consideting talking to her but 1 did
not. commenl on this cxcept 1o say that we have had no contact with her, -

strong support team of three persons
choose one peer bul the Seciety chooses the others. I wonder if fim Gschwend could

P for us. Major concern was where will Don live and what will he do. I
lold him that the provinclal has not decided this yel bul will begin to consider this, 1
told him that ¥ thought Don's expectations of future ministry and travel will not be the
same as the provincial.

1 asked when might Don be discharged from] rand he said it depended on
the kind of K8 g set up and it would be probably in the nexl couple of months, 1
have not heard from Don' since I visited in {he middic of September.

EXHIBIT 32
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November 12, 1993

Up-date from Dr. . St John’s Villa about Don McGuire, §.3.

1} They have spent time lo process the issue of his diabetis. Don selectively chooses people
who support his opinion and thinks this is Don’s usual way of dealing with the
Church, the Society, and his sexual abuse. He takes the role of the Protector of the Truth
because the Society does not adhere to traditional Church Teaching. Thus he is deing the
spiritual thing and aifows himself special entilement. eg. cannot talk to his family about his
problems bul he expects them to disclose their problems.

Don operaies ontside the constraints of Family, Church, Society, and appropriate behavior.

2] John Hardon visited Don and Don reluctantly allowed John 10 meet.with ° md Don
i0ld the other leam members they need not come which displeased ™ . © said that
he found himself more assertive towards John about Don becanse Hardon was such an
advocate " feels that despite what John said about psychotherapy, he does not believe
in it. John feels thar Don did not break the seal of confession and does not see Don in need
of this kind of wreatment. He sees Don more as a victim which I thinks fed Don's
denial. Don does not admit the seriousness of his sexval disorder.

- thinks he and team will keep running into a wall until all parties are involved,
A.llhough " “does like Don, he sees him as an enormously slivpery guy who is
persuasive and will always at:mcl a gathering round himself. thisks that Don will
cootinue to get into this kind of situation because of his deniai anu entiiement. Usually after
Don has been challenged or ealled in by the provinciat and the complaints are either not

pursued by the alledgers or minimalized, he takes this as evidence that there was no problem.

31 " asked me to assemble from his history in the Society the specific events that have
been problematic throughout Don’s tife in the Society.

. Then we would set up a time when 1 could visit and have a team evaluation with a document
trail. " hinks that Deon is fearful of losing his priesthood and the Society. He is also
_ mistrustiul o “his therapy and the Society as well as angry — thinks the Seciety must
say to Don that you are not going to have the kind of ministry you did:

you are going to be accountable and will need regular supervision.

4} 'There was 2 recent episode with: Don's brother in which Don proved very controlling.
g invited Don’s brother out but did not pet to meet him over an weekend because

accordmg to Don, could not stay, Later found out that was not true, sees Don
ag @ very controlling person. ¢ will meet with Don's brother who has made a second
trip.

5] Don has gotten into disagresments with other patients about the Church. He attacks folkg
and put people down, Priests who felt more open about concelebration, he has discouraged
and polten into arguements about orthodoxy. Don is resentful towards ihe liberal Society ang

EXHIBIT 33
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feels thal he has never been jnvited 1o leadership or consultation from the Socicty, He has no
peers Decavse he says that they are not interested in the same things that he is.

6] Will Don be able to trust a supervisor or be vulnerable to a superior? Can he cooperate
with a team or must Don be in charge?

7} I raised some questions about his financial funds and the woman who directs it. Don states
- that he lives within the means he has raised.
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CORVERSATION WITR DOR McGUIRE .
January 28, 19%4

Heating with Den follewing his raturn froc B M was extremely
aifficult. ¥ met with him, Eren Daly, and Jip Gschwend on Friday, Jenuary 28.
During the flrst hlmr snd a half, Don exprussed hls anger and frustratien at
the limits inENENEE S and at Fran Daly and myself for not helng
suppoxtive of him. I.t was fa:lﬂ)r free-floating anpger. He wes eatsblishing
his own torritory and indfchted that 1t vas important for hilm te xewlly do
vhat OGcd wanted him to do with the Spiritunl Exercisos. In this, I bolieve he

was posturing somewhat in order to see what he could pet out of hils next
asgipnment.

At the seme btiwe, 1 was happy &n hesr that ho %5 becoming o Lit frear to
express hig feclings slnce he tends to bottle these up especially the negobive
ones, Af the same time, it wes sad to gec tho faect thet he did mot mbnl:‘lon
anything about the original behavier which brought him to .
After listening to Don For s long period of tima, T axpredsed my own hopes and
derires for the future az well as the limits which wotld be in place relative
te bis winlstry,

I told him that ¥ would indeed Iike to "wolk alongside him™ as we wove through
hie re-incorporation inte the Soclety’s strustures but that T would be
balaneing care for him aleng for care for the whole Ghurch and the Suciacy, 1
reminded him that wihat we were trying to do by going with Golombiere was ko
get anothsT opinlon with regerd to his madicsl conditien which fa one of hi=
mejor issues srd, 1 believe, sng of hiz wajor crutehes, There may well be
some physical ailmentn thero but he doos use these to conbrsl siruations, In
nddition, 1 thoughl: it would ba irpoxtant Fox us to work out a getting where
he could conr.imle to do hie .
But ggain this is where ] felt thnt something gocd waz poing om bacguse one of
his disappointmente coming e Chicape wae not beling oble Lo conmect with che
support team that he thought he would be eble wo put in place, And, 1
encouraged him to make contact with these men individuglly sven Lf t\my
wouldn’t be on his support tesm to ses whether or nof he reslly will do
anythiog to raineorpoxate hiveelf into the Society’s structurs., I algo
alortod him to the fact that it could be thot Canlsius Rouse would be closling
evon LE he were Lo stay In Chicage, we might need some other satting.

I reminded him that it was his own bebsvier with tho mingr which pot
im into trouble in tha £irst place. In additfon, Lt was o violatisn of Bob
Wildfs dixestives whidh led to thls., Az a vesule, it wosld be important fox
mé to poaraotee that he would have the kind of supervision necessary for me to
21low bim te return to ministry in any fashion, Certaloly, thera would be np
uwnsupervisad cohtact with miners in his fuome,

And what.ever ministry he would he involved In would reguire & Ealr amount of
seli-digelosure on hie pert in order for kim te live in o healthy manner.

I ﬁied to explain the necessity for the dissolution of the Bellarmine
finansial situation which he establisbed with Leo Klein, He pave me the
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rerspective that such was set up becauso he wos concerped about whether or nob
he could pay for his own way, I assured hip that thet wasn’c & concern on my
part and that 1 wanted him to do everything that he could to re-lncm:poraw
himself into the structure of the Society

What is clesr ig thet the basles pre not golng to change here. Don McGuire is
going te contlnue to try to lead his lifa as independently as possible.

The good news, however, i1s that 1 think ha has potten a bit more inside into
himself and =0 there may e some hope for him te re-conmmeet wlth the Soclety
in such a fashion which would allow him to do ministry.

For now, he is to stey based at Coanlsius Heuse and do no mlnistry antil 1 have
approved 1t. ¥ want him to yxest, to review his inslghts from the past sl or
seven months, te give me some 1dea tn his working with JIm Gschvend as to how
best to preceed for minlstry, and to do the 30 day wetrest which he'd like to

do when it 1z oppropriste. I think even Don knows that this is pot the time
to do such. .

Se 1t ended on & more positive mote than it bepan. But it was an entremely

diffloulf conferepce. Donr has an amazing abllity for moking one feel gullty

ond lese than supportive which, I believe, is typlcal of someome with his
borderline personallty structure,

1 think it will be Iimportant for us to work clorely on this one (Fran Daly,
Jim Gschwend, Joe Downey, and I) in order to see how best to proceed, 1
mentioned that John Harden might be a part of his aftercare progrom and 1
would truest John'g supervislen of Dom in this.

By siorking together (unf especially in conversations) we will aveld the
“spreading® which he 45 able to manage and support one another in remembering
the coptext for comments made and the specifices of challenpes/support offered.
Don really views the world totally through his own eyez, &nd while I believe
him te be capoble of doing some good minlstry In the future, I really am not
certain that it would be within the Soclety.

He mentioned the possibility of having to leave the Soclety and 1 refexrted
back to that again at the end of our conversetion telling him that X thought
such 8 move would have to be clearly from the Holy Splrit but that I
understoed this ss necessary for him to freely lock at his 1ife and where hin
winistry wight taks him. 1 that ls putside the Soclety becsuse of the limirs

_of ministry which I will have to impose pliven his past behavior, then =o be

ft. 1 sincerely hope we will mot get te thet polnt for a mumber of reasons
not the lepst of which Ls Don's owm ability to reek havoc with the Seciety but
a8lso beepuse I don’t think ik would do him or the Church & whole lot of gond
in any case.

Az 1 say, thexe were some good signs, I think Don wis 55 honest as hs could
be, Some of the lssues which he hed wlith Villa §t, John including his
inabllity to celebrate the Eucharlst sounded reasonsble to me. His own desire
to be In contact with Joe Downey and to meet with Joe, Dap Flaherty, and Jim
Gschwend wouzld be wost helpful. It'a this kind of behavior which glves me
some Sort of hope for the furure., But it will not be eassy and &t could be
that there 1s an extremely vough time ahead,
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I don't think this will show until we put the fingl decision together om
ministry but 1t will not be essy. As I veminded Don, he would have to gst to
2 good deal of self-disclosure in any situstion that involves his ministry
becausa he'll need che kind of supervision necessary for me Lo be able o
recompmend him to o bishop In any fashion that would he reasonable.

buring the conversotiom, I found myself praylng an 1ncrgdib1e amount just to
be able to attend to thae izsues that needed attention. Ton 1= bright snd uses
his intellfgence in all kinds of ways--some conmstructive and some destructive.

1 felt 1f I vere using every bit of counselling sk1LIL that I had avallable to
we . ‘

He's a good and generous man who loves the Chugch. But there is n great deal
that is unresolved, I'm ssddened by the fact that after the four apd & half
month mark he stopped working the pregram, He attrlbutes this o the
difficulties with health; I believe would attribute these difficulibles to Jobn
tardon “clearing him" relative to the situarion. 1t does, howevet,
give me hope that we might be &ble to find some kind of after-care structure
vhich would keep Don healthy and alliew him to do mintstry.

Brad Scheaeffer, 83
Jenuary 31, 1994

01179

.

kst et aitiegntn S




[E—

' ﬁﬁ“ﬁie
Jesuits

Chizego Frovinee of the Soclery of Jesus .

205G Worth Clark Swest » Chicapa, Winols S0814-4780 « (362) §75-6T83 o (317) 975.0230 FAX

 Jaly 18, 1994

Rev, Joseph Downey, §.J.
Canielus Housa

201 Dewpster Street
Tvanston, IL 60201-4704

Pear Joerr

Just before Brad Eohaeffer left an vacation, he mev with Don

HeGuire for the purpose of evaluating the ssbharvicsl, afterosre
progrems ond foture minfstry,

L know Bred will ezive a missloning letter when he returns fron
vacation but I feel it 1z fmportunt to contaok you before then.

Don will be officiaily assigned, to your Capisiuvs Gowmmity on z
permanent basis. I know hls status hae not been clear, lie has
alse boen given pe::miss:.un o continue retreat ministry especially
with the Missiopnary Sisters. Wometheless all windstry remaing
eleayred through this office avd Don has Ygen advised to do thet in
2 timely mancex,

Don is evare of certain aftercare directions involving priwmerily
mindstey, herlth, and a stronger Inccrporatiom into the Societry.
He hzs been advised te work clesely with you end with me in these
concerns as well as with his established “support group,*

Ylease let me know if there is any thing I cen do.to asgist with
compunity 1ife at Cenisiue., I'm sorxy for my owm delay in
commusication.

.

Sinceraly in CGhxist,

Jemes P. Gschwend, 5.7,
Provincial Assistant

ca: Ponald J. MeCuire, 5.3,

EXHIBIT 35
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Memo
T0; Fran Daly, S.J.
FROM: Don Nastold, 8.J. M
DATE: June 13, 1984

This is to put in weiting 2 stmmary of the report | made to you this morning.

tast week | had a phone call from ; It was directed 10 me because Maxine was
told the caller wanted to ta% sbout her son who had gone te Loyala Academy.

~ceme in from Atlington Heighis for a 10:00AM appointment. For years sho has carried
a burden in her heart and wanted to let go of it by talking to the Jesuit provincial. Her confessor
told her %o make the call as a step forward in a process of reconcilizlion.

a native of is 71 years old. She married and on August 25, 1952, her son,
was hofn.  Some years later there was a divorce and annulment.

-aunt and uncle fived on the Jesuil grounds at { ‘ and kept begging . to brino
her bay and live with them. Alter five or six years of trying to get clearance, -anf
finally came to the U.5.-a really traumatic experience for them. They lived with the relatives for a
fevs months and then were told to leave, They got lodging a1 the

for the summer and then had to leave there because ol housing problems. The RSCJ made
arrangements with their counterparts on Sheridan Road, Chicago, who had and placed
with - and his famity. Having been treined as a language teacher in Polend and also
certitied as an X-ay technician, she worked 10-12 hours a day in the docter's clinic. She said she
was treated like a slave.

Samehow a mew character comes on stage in the person of Donald Jude McBuire. He liked

and assured him that he personally would admit the bey to toyola Academy and see that he had
door-to-deot bus service every marning and every afiernoon. How corld they be so fortunate! This
wonderful Jesuil Father 1aking a persenal interest in

EXHIBIT 36
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But thers were some strange things too. Yes, the bus came in the morping but uswally Don McGuire

brought him home from school-4:00, 7:00, 10:08, end sometimes rot at all. slept in Don’s
room &t Loyola Academy "because . had so much Latin homework.”

said she covld never find out from ° what was geing on. When she asked, be just
cried, When she asked about snother McGuire protege at the Academy, %

[

cried all the more.

By this time woiked in the medical Hibiary ar: . She mentioned
her confusion {suspicion) to Johr Bieni, 8., who said, "There are o few devils in every community.”

In any event, trapsferred to ’ } . after one semesler ai Loyola Academy
—never again to heor from Don McGuire, ot least as Tar as she knows,

After high school . began at Loyola University but withdrew--she says, betanse of his anger

towards the Jesuits. Eventualy he got a degree {history and physica! education) from Northeastern.

He was married for ten years; is now divorced. There are no children. Currently lives wilh
his mpther, is employed as a nighl-time secusity officer a1 the

Another point of Iinformation to keep names streight. |/ married 2 gentleman in Chicago
and then became : - . Nowr she is a widow.

Did she make any specific charges egainst Don McGuire? No, but she feels that he had undue
influence over der spn, who then became bitler against Jesuvits and afienated {rom the Church. She
just had 1o talk lo someone about this, Maybe this is the cose ol a proud mother who is
disappointed because the appla of har eye didnt live up to her {and his own) expectations. Moyhe
there are identifiable causes dating back to his early teens, )

was gratedut for the oppoitueity e telk to a Jesuit who would listen, | assured her
that she woyld be welcome to return, | also told her that would be welcome 1o come-to
be assured that some Jesuit does tare.

There was no talk of legal action, no request for compensation for psychologist's fees. She just feh
a streng need to tell the story, as she put it, "betore 1 die.”
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5/11/83

Very Rev. Bradley M. Schaeffer, 5. J.
Rev. Francis J. baly, 5. J.

Jesuit Provincial Office

20506 Nortih Clark

Chicago, Il. 60614

bear Father Schaeffer and Father Daly,

Our History with Fr. McGuire

In abouy

our son 16 year old son —

was asked to be, and agreed to be, Pr McGuire's personal
assistant at & local retreat, We, our close friends and
considered this to be an honor. wounld then accompany Fr.
McGuire for four and one half months out of the next eight months
on z full time 24-hour-a-day basis. This included travels to
over a dozen cities in the US and interpationally. Our families
relationship changed from one of being admiring retreatants,

to one of much greater intimicy and contact,

page } of §

1 5.
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y guickly disturbing things began

page 2 of 5

occurxring.
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Misusing his priestly authority&or personal ends
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Immodesty and Impurity

Father McGuire instructed [iSS0E to give him regulaxr body massages.
At least some of these were while [l vwes dressed in underpants
only. Father hed [Mvash body parts of his while he wag in the
shower. When confronted with these activities by myself and iR
Father McGuire not only did not deny them but justified each of them.
(O w1 tnesses in our family alone)

Fr. McGuire reguired [lllto sleep in his room with him.

On April 22, NS revealed that Fr. McGuire directed SN to join
him in a picture by picture apalysis (to sharpen photograpic skills,

‘to improve critical thisking and to neutralize curicsity, BN says
Fr. McGuire told him) of approximately 20 pornographic, including
hard pornographic, magazines. This started in October of 1592, lasted
for five months and occurred in many cities of the US and internationally.
our sonEiEEEMused to studiously avoid sexually suggestive pictures
and movies. After "spiritual direction” by Fr. McGuire, he claimed
that there was nothing wrong with resading graphic pornography because
-Fr, MeGuire did it, did it with him and said it was ok.

It is possible that other acts of a sexious nature may have taken
place, but becauvse of professional advice and sensitivity to the
victim, we are not delving further into specifics at this time.,

does assure us, however that no explicitly sexuval acts occurred,
thanks be to God.

These charxges axre all provable, There are at least _witm—mseﬁ
in our family alone who can testify personally to many of these charges,
and at least one witress in my family alone who can testify to each
one listed above. :

We entrusted our precious son to a priest who represented himself
a_s being prayerful and holy. We relied on him for faithful spiritual
direction. We find ourselves to bave been systematically deceived.
We have suffered greatly including loss of sleep, emotional and
epiritual anguish, stress to family ties, and losg of study and work
time. ‘

Our Response

page 4 of 5
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Our Bxpectations

Whnile @ am concerned that your ordexr has allowed these things to
occur when it knew, or should have known, about Fr. McGuires weeknesses/
disorders, it seems appsrent to us that you must:

1) Launch as thorought®investigation as is necessary to cpnvince your-
seives of the truthfulness of these charges and determine the full
extent ©f this behavior; .

.2} That vou assure us of the progress of your investigation;

3) That Fr. McGuire recieve whatever medical, psychological and esp-
ecially spiritual assistance necessary for his yphysieal, mental and
moral rehabilitation. We would rely on the direction of Fr. John
Hardon in this regard;

4) That until such moral recovery has truely occurred, Fr. McGuire
be effectively prevented from exercising his priestly teaching and
counseling activities in any manner which could bring further injury
to others. Again, we would rely on the opinion and direction of Pr.
Hardon $.J. in this regard;

5} That any other victims be released from bonds to him and that
they receive whatever pastoral assistance reqguired. Obviously, this
should include his personal secretary for 10 yeazrs and his other
boy assistant of several years, both of whom we nave not contacted
at all in this matter.

Please be advised of our absolute determination, under the guidance
of the Most Holy Church, to do all we can to prevent these injustices
from happening again.

Please also be assured of our full co~operation and support, as well
as our prayers. :

ces Rev

John Hardon, SJ

page 5 of 5
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Jone 10, 1903

Cogpversation with

He had culled today for the second Ums and wanted to know if we Yad recelved his letter. X
told him we had and that you hadia Tesponise to km in the mail. He iuguired if the report
had come in from St, Lukes and ¥ told him it had and brisfty gave him 2 simmery angd jold
him that it recommended residential treatiment. He wanted to know if we had sent a copy of
Brad's responss to John Hardon and I told binvE 6id not think so. He has conversed with

John and Folin is up o speed on everything, ¥ Lo]d Rim we would probably contact John once
Brad and Dén bad conversed.

" He lso Inquited if we wese doing anyihing wbout s *setretary” and the other young man. I

told bm I did not think we had made any contact, He told me the boy 15 15 years old,
» who g very devoled to Don, I could get in contact with who
5 part of their g,mUp who could be yeached through Thomas Aguivas Coflepe in Califormia

He knows gverything about ibis and ‘would be a kelp to vs and B 101 1im we would .

take this under advisement..

He also wanted 1o know if he vedded 1o respond to your letter. I ioid him { did not (hink so
but he wanted to contact me and continue our convetsation, T would be willing.

Q"—*afff:bma?
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July 3, 1993

Bradley H, Schaelfer, 3.J.

Francis J. Daly, S.7:

Chicago Province of the Scociety of Jesus
2050 Horkh Clark Steeel

Chicage, Illinois 6&0614—-2788

Dear Father Bchaeffer and Father Daly:

-

- Thenk you for your letter to L Bated June 7,
1953, apprising hiw of the currept situstion regarding
Tather McGuire. We wish o thank you ylso for your

investigation and your timely responses to our concerns.

3 May 11, 1983 letter to you addressed flve

concernst

1. That you copduot an investlgation thorcugh enocugh to
convinoe you of the accuracy of the a}.‘.!.e?ati?nsp

2. That you keep us apprised of thabt investligation;

3. That Father McGuire receive sufficient care and
adequate rehePilitation under the circumstencesy T

4. That Pather MeSyive be removed from sxercising his
priestly, teaching, and counselipg sctivities to
prevent additionsl harm wntil rehabilitation ix
complete (We would rely on Father John Haxrton’e epinian
gl direction for This and for {3 abovel}) :

5. That any others pptentially involved with Fath
HeEuire be contected and provided with pastorzl care.

Your leftter in response Lo _ letter
addresszed our first three conceérns, though to what extent
we #mre not certain, Tor example, it i= especially
important that we kpow to.what degree our specific
algegat_io‘ns were subsbantiated.

You must redlize that we have a moral obiigation to ask-
and to verify to detexmine how ke proceed. You
understandably may Be reluctant to indlude deteils in your
correspondence with us. However, without sufficient
detalle, we will be forced to procesd on our oWi. We are
in receipt of a flyer anmouncing a Fabbher MceGulre Retreat
on Septesber 23 through Septenber 26, 1992 in the San
Francisco area. From the iimited mformatlon that we
currently have, this causes us grave concern.

We wicsh to remind you also that one Issus most outstending

in our minds at this time is the potential violatlon of
Cotde of Canon ILaw, Section 1388, regarding mizuvce of the
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sacrament of Penence. It i85 a sevicus violation of Canon
1385 fox a priest to intentionally reveal what he
identlified as confessional material in en effort to |
wapipulate parents to deoide regarding thelr son sgainet
thelr better judogment. It appesrs from the Canon that the
possibility of antomatic excommunication, and the
mssociated poteptial loss of priestly faculties, exisis. .,
What ackion has been taken? What action will be taken?

While we have no wish to legislabe your handling of this
matber, it is of a gensitive enough nature that we must be
satisfled that following five copcerng have been met:

1. That we be apprised of sufficient detalis of all
investigation results and of your actions teken -
throughont in grder to be able te make 2 vensonably
informed degision to avoid procesding on our owng

2. Thet Pather NotGuire be sentirely removed from ministyy
for a sufficient length of time to be complotely
rehrbilitated, so that we can be asspred that no
further harm will occur either to Father MoGuire or to
others under his influence (thie inciudes potential
Seation 1388 abuses of griest:ly autheriti:},

3. That any other potentisl victins, epecificzlly

. he identified, approached, and provided with
puscoral and obher ceare ags needed:

" 4. That Fathey Jobn Hardon, 8.0., assuning Father

MoGuire’s consant, be brovght in.to administer to
Fathey HeGuire’s spiritual needs.

We understand that there is a fine line between allowing
you to exercise your legitimpte suthority and regoiring
vou to exercise that authority in a cerkain way. As {ou
know, we approached you firsk with our pconosrps. IE ie
inportant o us that all authority remaln with you. We
bave no wish %o proceed on our own, for the sake of you,
our Province, the Jepuits, the Church, Father MoGuire, .

ose under his infiuvence, the outside community, and
ourseives. However, we will prooeed on owr own if we do
not f£eel that thers ks a permanent resolution.

We want also to wake it very olear both to you and €o
Father Méouire that our wWitinate goml iz thar Father
¥obuire recelve the best ef spirituel, psychologlend, and
physical care, and that he is able to return happy and
hesalthy to his ministzy abt an appropriste fukure data,

e

In the Yord. N !
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Tuly 13, 1993

Conversation with

He called to see if we had received the letter that he and SEEERSENESHa d sent. Although it
had been sent July 3, we received il yesterday. 1 had faxed ihe letlex to Tim T. and I talked
with him today afler this conversation. He will get back to me tomorrow or Thursday. -

- Although these folks seem pleasant, they are quile controlling. - 1 explained to Tim that they

are religious legalisls,

o feels + who has a single parent needs some pastoral care. He was very
close to Fr. Mequire and much of bis own self esteem is tied 1o Don. He and his group think
that must be approached and wanted to know if Don had approached in any
way. wants me to contact who is a retired lawyer and now works for. - -
SRR College to see if we can find the best way to approach !
which is his work phone. is something of a father substituie for
wants to keep all this private and has not even mentioned this to his wife.

With vegard o the rewreal in September, they now know Moquire will not be there because
they found this information from Meguire’s secretary . They do have ¢lements of
CUFF in their group.

The seccond major concert they have is the allegation that Don broke the seal of confession
and violated Canon 1382 and this needs to be addressed and corrected. What bas happened to
Don’s faculties. This is & very serdous natwe to his group and even though they know very
litle about canon law théy want to do the morally correct tiing. They do not want any
scandal, . ihinks the best way o go is my calling John Hardon, 5.1. and include him in
the resolation of this problemn. 1f John could call and tell that this is being attended to

in the proper way, would feel that his conscience could rest.

1 am willing to contact both John and .. but Tim requested that [ wait a few days and not

rush into it tomorrow morning, X also told | that you were away unti] July 25 and I

would necd to confer with you before X sent anything in writing, I would be willing to cali
next week and inform him how this matier ix proceeding, Next Wednesday, July 21,

f. daly, sj

EXHIBIT 40
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Tesuits

Chicago Province of the Society of Jesvs

2050 Honth Clark Street « Chicago, Winols 60614-4788 = {312) 275-6343 + (312} 9750230 FAX

July 19, 1993

Dear Mr.

Last week I tried to reach Fr. John Hardon, $.J, but was told he is away unlil ihe end of
July. Unfortunately since 1 am away most of August, T will not be able 1 converse with Fr.
Hardon, 5.]. untit late August.

As Tam confident you undersiand Father MeGuire has a right to his privacy and good name
and that his future minisiry will be determined by our provincial. 1 have made contact with a
Jesull canonist who will assist us in our review of relevant canons, T am willing to make
contact with 1and see what might be the best way to show concern for

" but before I make this contact, it might be more beneficial for us lo set up a
conference cafl.

I have been in diziogue with yon, Mr.sSSfEk, and Fr. Fesslo, 5.) and have appreciated your
sensitivity and care for all involved, Al this time perhaps it would betier serve all of us, if
we could talk topether and resolve your concems. 1 would have our province counsel

" ‘present for our conference call and you might wish to have Mr. Yggig or whomever clse you
think helpful,

Thanks for your consideration of this matter and know Iam grateful for your
conscientiousness in this matter.

Sincerely in Christ,

%w‘fmaz)
Francis J, Daly, 8.J. 67
Executive Assistant
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Notes from phone conversation w.

my son was w. Fr. McGuire

1 don t want to cause any problem -

] want Fr. 1o stay away from rny family / we are afraid of him -

My son was w, Fr. McG in Chicago - | knew - | actually sent him to Chi. w, Fr,

He has traveied 2 Yot w. Fr, - was heppy til now -

WMy daughter was gravely ill - I was tryiny to reach my son -

| contacted Canisius - they gave me #s5 and 1 found out my son was here (I didn't

know) - It was IK - in fact | was delighied

' took me 10 the & ( a hotel) {escribed plush nature of hotel] 1 went and
asked conclerge - | said } want 10 sée ray son - He is in Fr. Me(Guire's roorm [she

heard desk attendam talk on phone and give rom # 1424)

| went to 1424 - my son openened the door - He was happy to see me - 1 told hlm

his sister was sick -

fV've known Fr. MicG for years my son has traveled w. fim a lot- I've known and

trusted him}

1 said is sick and we must go home” Fr. was disturbed and wasn™ happy
about my son leaving -

Fr sald: " please go out -1 want to speak-w. your mather ajone™
! felt funny - He was acting unusual -~ My son and went out into the hall,

He said: . sit down, you've been under strass - what is bothering you?"
"Mothing, is sick. | just want to bring - home.”

FrivicG: "You're under stress and Fve noticed this the last couple of months.”™ [}
haven’t even seen him the last couple of months!]
When my son and came back into the room Fr. said
mother came in here she said "When ) came n | saw
and you were stroking him™™
| said ° that's not true! Fr,, what are you déing?
it)
We have trusted Fr. for years - he has never, | don't think lied to us ..saying this
horrifying thing...my son was...confused
| just wanted to take my son and go home...He went w. me tho’ Fr. didn't wan
him to...{he said) more 1rying to alude to something horrible about my son...l can't
explain it - { was so shocked.
While my son and were going to get the car i made the call 10 Canisius house
{knows she was upset, incoherent confused, hour of the night..etc.)
We came home - my son’s belongings were in the hotel - called the hetel and
asked Fr. to please leave the bags w. the concierge.

called the holet and asked Fr. to pleass leave w. concierge..,

. when your
sitting on your lap

: was... [l ean’t explain

EXHIBIT 42

‘e

08193



ghﬂ(}fv
.. Tib

CB‘\\/"

He (Fr) said "No, 1 wen't do this - Fm gding to go to C's house to see
and

We are afraid,

Fr. JPG: Are you saying that Fr. McG seemed to you to be emationally unstable?
Mrs. C.t “Fr. MeGuire?, thaenk you for saying it - | couldn’t say it - | read the
-newspapers...l know abomt {accusations againts priests! - F'm not going ta do
anything - I"m probably one of the ten percent that don't believe those things are
true....

He’'s {FR McG) helped me - there’s something wrong - He seemed unusual

Fr. G asked about - C: "He's not danger - writes opinion column in

_oranpe county newspaper - a friend...

We went directly to my borther‘s home in Diamond Bar and discussed it -

My borther said”™ The only reason any guy would say that is that he wants to instill
fear..wants you to be afraid - not matter what he's doing it"s over - forget itt

Fr. was saying: there’s nothing you can do {about yvanting to
teave...over 18,..just had 18th birthday tis summer] it was like talking to a
complete and total stranger

At one point 1 had said Fr, ! can bring him back

| don't understand - Since he was 12 I've been sending him to Fr. McG - 1 gave up
a lot -

lconversation about studying in Chicago in September
“Fr McG:™ You yell and swear and that is no environment for to bive in -
A year agoe he said is such a Saint :
} don't want hirn to have any contact with my family
He is threatening to my son
. have proof that {something sexual}...
It appeared o me, * that he vas going to say that . did

something bad sometime...

He was hugging me and trashing me at the same ume- .don‘t know how to say
it...! was really scared and | don’t scare easy, '

While they were getting the car 1 went to the elevator and rode it to the 237d floor
(hiding) to call, After | talked to Fr. Charles {at Canisius} ! was upset and felt Fr.
Charies was pooh poohing it - so ! faxed copies to Fr. Fessio, Hardo, Link

| faxed to the hotel: Please do not attempt to ...or harass my son...Fr. Charles said
what to do it...shut and lock the door.
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To: Fr. Dopaid Mclroirs

Roem % 1424

Centary Plaza Howd
SIS Avanoe of the Stars
Los Ampeles, CA
4310-531-3353

Trom: .

Jam. 22,1093
7:50 am.

Mezzape:

Da not come 10 my horne, or atizinmt 1 harass or COract niy sén.

Tr. Charles Murtangh told me, “{{Fr. MeGuire shows up, sbut vour door and Juck . Do
not lat vim enter, Yoo are the Queen of your home,"

My son,

to pick up.

cer Fr. Joseph, Canisius House, Evanston, fiL, 708-475-1869
Fr. Joseph Fessio, San Francisco, CA
Fr. John Hardon, Washingion, DC
Fr. Link, Texps

_requests that you leave his belongings with the concierge for

EXHIBIT 43
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Chitago Province of the Sodiety of Jesus

M

2050 North Qlark Street » Chicagn, Winois 50514-1788 = (312) 756353 « (312} 9750230 FAX

February 17, 1995

Rev. Donald J. McGuire, S.7.
201 Dempsier Street
Evanston, Jlipois T 0201

CONFIDENTIAL

Dear Don, P.C.

Thank you very much for pur conversation of February 2th. It was a worthwhile meeting, 1
think. It was valuable for-Yirn Gschwend and me to hear your understanding of the events of

the weskend of Januazry 21, 1995, For.my part, I think 3 was valuable for you to hear the
fraternal concern T continue to have for you.

As ¥ told you when we spoke, 1 1hink that a follow-up Jetter is necessary. In writing this, 1
have three goals: (1) o suppoit you; (2) to summarize the history of your dealings with
several major superiors regarding cettain specific incidents; and (3) to darify what continues
lo be expected of you in the wake of lhese dealings.

But before any of that, Don, please know thal T want you to do well in your ministry.
Beyond my own pérsonal suppoit, 1 want you to feel the support of the Chicago Province.
This letter is going to sound a bil businesstike at times, ¥ suspect; nonetheless, T hope it
communijcates my desire (o encowage what is good and holy in your work. Brad and 1 very
much want for you to feel that you are a valued member of the Chicapo Province.

First, let’s review recent history. Summaries such as this can be helpful in reminding us
what happened, and who said what to whom. 1 will begin with the provincialate of Bob
Wild, and I will copclude with our meeting this February Sth.

On February 22, 1991, Father Provincial Robert A, Wild, S.7., spokete you about peneral

prudence on your part fegarding your nearness lo minors. He formally confirmed his request

to you in his Jetier some five days laler. On February 27, 1991, he wiote:

- EXHIBIT 44



T therefore asked of you two changes in your bebavior, and you readily apreed to

both. First of alf, T ask that yor not travel on 2ny overnight wrip with any boy ot gitl
under the age of 18 and preferably even vnder the age of 21. Secondly, 1 ask you to
confine any furtber contact that you might have with . 10 sitaations

which at least one of his parents would also be present. This latier command § did

not give you because of any wrong doing that I noted in your bebavior; T think it

simply a matler of careful prudence under the circumsiances. Both of these '
directives, ds 1said, you zecepted readily and agreed wo observe fully. .

On Apol 30, 1993, 1 met with you. We discussed the . allepation. You
denied any overl impropriety on your part, either concerning sexual misconduct or
disobedience to Father Wild's directive, Reparding the latter, you noted that other adults
{priest, doctor, denusly were along on that ip and therefore you felt that, tachnin..a.lly, you
brad not d:sobeycd Fr. Wild’s command. However, yoo acknowledped that, in a larger
sense, the question of ohedience to Father Wild's directive was indeed at stakc you said that
you would be more attentive in the fulure. You subsequently underwent an evaluation at 5t
Loke Institute in Svifland, Maryland (May, 19933, and a therapeutic program at -
Philadelphia’s Villa St John Vianney Hospital (summer 1993 - early 1994).

In a January 28, 1994, conversetion following your departure from St John’s, Father -
Provincial Bradley M. Schaeffer, 5.3., told you once again of the extreme urgency of
obeying, in full spinit, Father Wild's February, 1991, directives.

In the summer of 1994, you were informed that we had received a complaint from

who reposted to us her pained suspicions of many years back. She wanted 1o
speak of her sense that your relationship several decades apo with her son,
may not have been'a fully proper one. She made no direct aflegation.
himself Jater came to the provincial office o discuss his past relationship with you. He, foo,
made no direct allepation regarding his past encounters with you.

“You had another meeting with Father Schaetfer on December 15, 1994, As T have told you,
1 was not privy to the substance of that conversaion. You say that it was a very encouraging
one. . '

The events of the weekend of January 21, 1995, prompted our Febroary 8th meeting.

Franldy, 1 wish you could have been more precise regarding exactly what happened that
weckend., Obviously, * most vehementy reguests thal you have no further
contact with her son . not with any member of her famly. did not
make a specific allegation regarding sexual misconduct on your parf; she will not be pursuing
the matter. However, she states that her family fears you. You emphasized in our Febrvary
Oth meeting that you did not engage in any inapproprate behavior, sexual or nensexuoal, with
. Furiker, you stated your opinion that : . fears are based on her own
psychological instability rather than on anything you did or said the weekend of January 21st,

01184



S

N

.

Apain, 1t is not entirb‘l.y ciear what DCIZIHTBd to warrant this reaction from the f&l‘l’lﬂ)’.
5tll, having listened to you in owr meeting last week, T think ¥ is reasonable to say that you

did not exercise good judpment by being diretity involved in whatever situation led to this
fear,

This brings us to the very delicate question of trust. As I told you in our meeting, 1 frusted
you enough not to all you back to Chicago immediately following the phone call. 1

permitted you o continue with your proposed itinerary, thus delaymg by almost three weeks
our meeting regarding the . incident.

Repeatedly, Don, you have expressed your desire and need to be trusted.  Trust must be

eamed, and then safeguarded. 1 hope you can see that I have some legitimate questions here,

as | told you in our meeting. We have the | .
complaints, all lodged In the last several years. Perhaps the question is not so much one of
trust as of judgment. 1 simply think that you exercise bad judgment at times, as we have
5880 agam in the events of the weekend of January 21st. 1t would be uTesponsible of your
supsnorq not to hold you accountable for your bad judgment.

To assist you n avoiding such problems in the fufure, I am reminding you of the standing
restrictions which were tmposed and reinforced following the

complaints. Further, in accord with their reguest, you are to have no contact with any
member of the immediate family. Also, I am amplifying Bob Wild's 1991 directive:
please do not travel on any overnight ip with any person, male or female, under the age of
21. In addition, I ask that you exercise extreme caution to avoid any occasion that would
find you alone, behind closed doors, with anyone under the age of 21.

Finally, T would Tike 10 siress the jmportance of protecting your physical and psychic health.
You asked that Dr, ¥ - 25515t in your afier-care, | His own. assessment of
September 20, 1924, recommends that you decrezase the number of your commitments
worldivide. "I might add thal I concar with Dr. 1 wholehcartedly when he writes in

"that evaluation that you “need to accept the nature of the culture of our day and be wiser,

more prudent” in how you refate to young people. Your major superiors have said this to
you on nimerous occasions. More than a mere sign of the supetor's will has been
manifested.

I mention apain that Jim Gschwend remains avatlable to assist you in any way. 1 also recall
your own desire, expressed in the past, to feel more "a pant of the province.” There exists a
vagiety of ways to encourage that further incorporation; should you need ideas, we can talk -

about that.

Let us hopé that po more alleged incidents come to light. You must vnderstand: the

cornplaints raised in the _ situations are serious, There must be
no more. ] am calling you lo a prudence greater than that which you have shown in recent
YEArs.

D11B5



Brad Schaeffer will review (his matier when he compleles bis work at the General
Congregation and returns to Chicago. In the meanfime, as Acting Provincial it Is my

_responsibility to safeguard the common good of all those to whom Chicago Province Jesuits

minister. ¥ also take very seriously my personal responsibility fo you. 1 Took forward fo our

continuing conversations regarding, your health and your ministry in the service of the People

of Gud. 1 have genuine concern for both.

Sincerely in Christ,

W]@?
Francis . Daly, S.1.
Acting Provincial

01186
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STATE OF ILLINOIS ) 1 INDEX
}oss: WITNESS EXAMINATION ;
COUNTY OF C 0 0 K ) 2 FATHER JAMES GSCHWEND ;
IN THE CIRCYIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS BY MR, PEARLMAN 365 :
COUNTY DEPARTHMENT - LAW DIVISION 3 H
JOHN OOE #1186, . 4
Platntiff, ) , 5
vg, } No. O7 L.8784 6
THE g_rg_cggo ESOVI"CE OF THE ; - :
S0CT JESUS
Defendant, ) T meer TS rkeDFoRID
The continued discove depomt‘:on of y
FATHER JAMES GSCHWEND, tagn in the above-entitled 1¢ Gsﬁ;w;gd Peposition Exhibit
cause, before E'I1zabath L. Vela, a notary public of 1 No. 30 378
Cook County, I114nois, on the 13th day of October, No. 31 a7
2008 at the time of 10:48 a.m. at 70 West Hadtson $2 No. 32 403 1
Streat, Chicago, I11inois, purswvant to ‘Notics. No. 33 415 :
13 No, 34 426
Mo. 35 451
14 No. 36 461
" (Proceedings concluded at 4:25 p.m.) No. 37 463
15 Ne. 28 471 ;
Reported by: El{izabeth L. Vela, CSR * Nop. 39 472 :
Ltcense No.: 084-003650 18 No, 40 A77
Na, 41 501 i
17 No. 42 503 1
No. 43 508
18 No. 44 511 i
No, 45 513
19 No. 46 517
No. 47 523
20 No. 48 528
No. 49 534
21 No. 50 542,
No, 51 544
22 No. 52 49
Mo, 53 555
23
24 ‘
361 363 k
1 APPEARANCES: 1 {Witness sworn,} i
2 KERNS, FROST & PEARLMAN LLC, by 2 MR. PEARLMAN: Good morning, Father. How are i
3 MR. MARC PEARLMAN and 3 you? ‘
4 MR. MICHAEL. BROOKS, 4 THE WITNESS: Why am | the only one that swears  |:
5 70 West Madison Street, Suite 5350 5 fotell the truth? No answer.
6 Chicago, IL 60602 6 MR, PEARLMAN: So Father, youll recall the ;
7 (312) 261-4550 7 lastiime, we went over some rules. /
8 Representing the Plaintiff, 8 I'm going to ask you a series of
9 9  qguestions. [T try to make my guestions concise.
10 LAW OFFICES OF McCARTHY & TOOMEY, by 10 If | ask a yes or no question, ptease answer yes or b
11 MR, TIMOTHY TOOMEY, 11 noif you can.
12 4433 West Touhy, Sulle 262 12 If there's other things that you feel like
13 Lincotnwood, IL 60712 13 you need to answer, your counse! will have an
14 (847) 675-0060 14 opportunity to ask you questions at the end, but
15 Representing the Defendant. 15 for purposes of my guestioning, I'd ask that you
16 18 justlimit your answers to.my questions, okay? You E
17 17 -~ hava to answer — ' 5
18 18 THE WITNESS: Yes, !
19 19 MR. PEARLMAN:; — verbally. Thank you.
20 20  THEWITNESS: Yes.
21 21 - ]
22 22 |
23 23 :
24 i 24
362 364 |;
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McCorkle Court Reporters,
IT1inois

Chicago,

Inc.
(312) 263-0052

EXHIBIT 45

1 (Pages 361 to 364)




1 some point having a discussion with Mr, O7? 1 A, | probably did, if there was such. |
2. A. Yes. 2 can't recall any right now.
3 Q. Okay. Can you tell me what you recall 3 Q. Do you recall that the Jesuits' position i
4  about that discussion? 4  was that they dealt with the Father McGuire i
5 A. 1remember having a phone conversation 5 situation and that they weren't going to telt them :
6  with him and | remember him expressing concerns 6 anything else because that was a matter of
7  about Father McGuire and his son. And | remember 7  private -- it was a private matter? §
8 urging him several times to have his son speak with 8 A. No.
9 me. 9 Q. No?
10 And | believe -- there are fwo families. 10 A No. .
11 I may be getting them mixed up, but | believe it 11 Q. Okay. Were you aware -- when you were
12 was his son who would not follow the parents' 12 talking to the did you tell them what you knew  [i
13  directives to not associate with Father McGuire and 13  regarding Father McGuire and his history?
14 they could not get him to speak with me or anybody 14 A. |- no, | didn't tell them, but | told :
15 in the province. | recall that pretty strongly. 15 ' the provincial that | would like to go and visit
16 Q. Do you recall them expressing 16 with the and | would like to get them to
17 frustration -- sfrike that. 17  convince their son to speak with us and - but| [}
18 " Do you recall in dealing with the § 18  did not feel that it was my place to inform the
18 learning that they had come forward in 20007 There 19  about everything that was in Donh McGuire's file. '
20 was a history with the & 20 Q. And why not? Why didn't you think that g
21 A. ls that in here? 21 was in your place? ' . )
22 Q. ltis in your notes, actually. If you 22 A. Because what | said before.
23  look at Page 00138, one, two, three - the fourth 23 Q. Canon 17727
24 line, it says started witi , assistant in August 24 A. No. Confidentiality ~- professional
405 : 407 |
1 1999. Do you see that? 1 confidentiality.
2 A, That's not 2 Q. You understood the situation was that the
3 MR. TOOMEY: No, . 3 were concerhed that something sexually
4 THE WITNESS: That's started as -- oh. 4  inappropriate occurred with McGuire and their son,
5 BY MR. PEARLMAN: 5 correct? o ‘
6 Q. Servant assistant in -- okay. Strike 6 A. lcan't say that.
7  that. Sorry about that. 7 MR. TOOMEY: Yeah.
8 I'm asking you, without reviewing your 8 BY MR. PEARLMAN:
8 notes, sir -- | don't want to go through all the 9 Q. You can't say that that was a concern of 1
10  notes, but I'm asking you whether you know whether  §10  theirs? .
11 the  had had communications with the province 11 - A. Exactly. | can saythat ! think that -- 1
12  prior to 2003. 12 MR. TOOMEY: Don't volunteer. Let's just --
13 A. Oh, | beligve they had. | believe | -1 13 et him ask you a question.
14 think that was something that | had found that - | 14 BY MR. PEARLMAN: :
15  think probably Father Daly and Father McGurn had 15 Q. What was your impression?
16  both had conversations, . 16 “A. That they were concerned that their son
17 Q. And do you recall that -- de you recall 17  was being dominated by Father McGuire and taken
18 the  being frustrated from the lack of 18  away from them and they couldn't get their son to
19  responsiveness by the Jesuits in that time period, 19  speak clearly with them or with us.
20  that previous time period? 20 Q. And you had a lot more information
21 A. No, I don't. #21  regarding Father McGuire at that point in time than
22 Q. Youdon't? Did you ever go back and 22 . they had, corréct, all this history?
23  review the correspondence between the Jesuits and | 23 A. 1don't know what they had. i
24 the inthe 2000 time period? 24 Q. Strike'that. - :

406
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1 A. [don't know what they had. 1 having a conversation with them.
2. Q. Strike the question. You had a lot of 2 And | know that 1 would not have had that
3  information regarding Father McGuire's history and 3 conversation over the phone. And | know that | was
- 4 allegations against him at that time, 2003, 4  advised not to confer with them until the trial was
5  correct? 5 over _
5] A. |was beginning to get a completer 6 Q. By whom? ;
7  picture. ‘ 7 A, Probably counsel. :
8 Q. Well, | believe if -- did you have a 8 Q. Did the provincial tell you that or did
9 chance to review your testimony from the previous 9  counsel tell that you? ]
10 days? 10 A. | don't remember. f
11 A. No. 11 Q. [f you'd just turn to Page — in this
12 Q. By 1994 or 5, you had a pretty compiete 12  document, Page 00140, Do you see that page? It's !
13 picture in your mind, didn't you, Father? 13 adJanuary 10th, 2001 letter -- ;
14 A. Complete picture of? 14 A lseelit :
15 Q. About what you were -- about your views of 15 Q. - from Father McGurnto the ... And | :
16  McGuire, what he was like, and whether he had 16  just want to know if this refreshes your
17  commitied sexual abuse of children? 17  recoliection whether you ever saw this document i
18 A. Aclearview? |had an increasing -- 18  before. H
19  that's the whole problem with this is that there 19 A. I don't know whether -- | probably saw
20 weren't any.clear views, 20 this.
21 Q. Solwantto - you don't -- when you 21 Q. Okay.
22 received the & 3 telephone call, were you 22 A. | recognize it as explaining the policy.
23  concerned that their son was sexually abused by 23 Q. Okay. So you --this refreshes your :
24 Father McGuire? 24 recollection about what | was talking about about i
409 411 |i
1 A. | guess | was more interest -- | don't 1  the previous correspondence with the  saying that E
2 know what | thought at that time. "2 Father McGuire's right of privacy precluded them {
3 Q. Based on what you knew about 3 from telling them anything, correct? !
4 Father McGuire, did that thought cross your mind? 4 A. 1 wouldn't have remember it - this letter
5 A. | can't say what thoughts crossed my mind. 5 atall, but now that I see it, | - :
B Q. As the delegate and a Ph.D. in psychology, 6 Q. s this the same right of privacy that you
7  did you -- were you aware that victims of sexual 7  think precluded you from telling the ¢ in 2003
8 abuse often deny it? 8 about what you knew about Father McGuire?
9 A. Yes. 9 A. | believe | was following what was the
10 Q. Were you aware that they minimize what. 10  province policy until the thing was resolved In
11 happens? 11 Wisconsin.
12 A. Yes. ‘ 12 Q. What was -~ was it the -- | just want a
13 Q. Are you aware that it's very difficult for 13  clarification here.
14 them to come forward? 14 Was it the privacy and confidentiality
15 A. Yes., 15  that precluded you from telling the  or was it
16 Q. Okay. And in light of what you knew, you 16  the trial pending in Wisconsin?
17 didn't think it was critical -- strike critical. 17 A. | think the one was a directive of the
18 In light of what you knew -- your 18  other.
19  experience, your background, and what you knew 19 Q. Sir, you know that in October 2003, there
20  about Father McGuire, you didn't view it relevant 20  were no charges pending against Father McGuire,
21 totell the parents of that McGuire had a 21 correct?
22  history and that they were justified in being 22 A. in October of 20037 | don't remember when
23 concerned? ' 23  charges were brought.
24 A. | believe that | was very concerned about - 24

Q. Well, at the time -- if | represent to you

i
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This is to state that Rev. Ponald J. McGiire, $.J., is a priest in

goed standing in the Archdiccese of Chicago. He was ordained a
priest in 1961,

Rev. MeGuire, 5.J., is under wo canonical restrictiom, penalty ox
sanction. He enjeoys all of the faculties of the Archdiocese of
Chicago, We have never received any information
us to restriect his ministry in any way nor do we
with another diocese extending him faculties and
minister there. '

that would cause
see any problem
"allowing him to

.

To the best of my knowledge and having irquired of others in the
external forum, there have never been any reports of improprieties
on Father’s part. He has never bzen the chject of legal
proceedings and speclfically fhere is notrhing to our knovledge im
his background which weould restrict any miniscry with minors.

rather does mot suffer from any untreated alcohol or substance
abuse problem. ’

fe,‘c,d._.ﬁ,gﬁ Q.-&MM«M . Sﬁ;;? .
Very Rev. Rilhard J. Baumann, §.J °
Provincial .
Chicapgo Province of the Sccieby of Jesus

December 22, 1998
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF
COOK COUNTY, ILLINCIS
COUNTY DEPARTMENT
LAW DIVISION
JOHN DOE 1186,
Plaintiff,
Vs, CASE NO. 07 L 8781
THE CHICAGO PROVINCE  (Consolidated for
OF THE SOCIETY OF JESUS, discovery with
A/K/A THE JESUITS, AND  No. 07 L 11952 and
FATHER DONALD J. McGUIRE, No. 08 L 03910)
S.J.,
Defendants,
JOHN DOE 117 and
JOHN DOE 118,

Plaintiffs,
VS.

THE CHICAGO PROVINCE

OF THE SOCIETY OF JESUS,
A/K/A THE JESUITS, AND
FATHER DONALD J. McGUIRE,
S.J.,

Defendants.

LA

O -0 0k WMN -

EXAMINATIONS CONDUCTED
BY MR. McGUIRE:...................... 20

PAGE

EXHIBITS MARKED
{Thereupon, Plaintiffs’' Exhibit 1,2 143
letier dated 2-5-1962 to Father
Provincial, was marked for purposes
of identification.)..................
(Thereupon, Plaintiffs' Exhibit 2, a 144
letter dated 6-3-1962 to Don McGuire
from Father Harvanek, was marked for
purposes of identification.)..........
{Thereupon, Plaintiffs' Exhibit 3, a 145
letter dated 11-29-1969 to Reverend
Reinke, from Reverend Schlax, was
marked for purposes of
identification.).................o...

(Thereupon, Plaintiffs' Exhibit4,a 147
1-16-1970 letter to Tom, P.G., from
Father Reinke, was marked for

purposes of identification.)..........

1 JOHN DOE 118,
2 Plaintiff,
3 Vs,
4 THE CHICAGO PROVINCE
OF THE SOCIETY OF JESUS,
5 A/KIATHE JESUITS, AND
FATHER DONALD J. McGUIRE,
6 S.J,
7 Defendants.
8 L
9 Deposition of RICHARD J. BAUMANN,
10 S.J.,, Witness herein, called by the Plaintiffs for
1 cross-examination pursuant to the Rules of Civil
2  Procedure, taken before me, Kimberly C. Causlin, a
3 Notary Public in and for the State of Ohio, at the
4  offices of Mike Mobley Reporting, Inc., 312 Walnut
15  Street, 1600 Scripps Center, Cincinnati, Ohio, on
6 Friday, the 17th day of July, 2009, at 9:456 a.m.
7 LK
8
9
PO
b1
P2
23
P4
P5
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(Thereupon, Plaintiffs' Exhibit5,a 149
memo dated 1-21-1970 entitled my
comments on Father McGuire,

initialed by J.H.R., was marked for
purposes of identification.)..........
(Thereupon, Plaintiffs' Exhibit6,a 151
memo dated 1-19-1991 to Donald
McGuire from Robert Wild, was marked
for purposes of identification.)......
{Thereupon, Plaintiffs' Exhibit 7, a 156
one-page |etter dated 2-27-1921 to

Don McGuire, was marked for purposes
of identification.)...................

(Thereupon, Plaintiffs' Exhibit8,a 158
letter dated 5-13-1991 to Ricardo

Palacio from Fessio, was marked for
purposes of identification.)..........
(Thereupon, Plaintiffs' Exhibit9,a 159
memo dated 4-27-1993 entitled
conversation with .

marked for purposes of
identification.)............

was
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1 with that assessment? 1 A. Yes, g
2 A. Yes. Well -- 2 Q. What is that letter? |
3 MR. HUEBSCH: Let me pose an 3 A. Well, honestly, I don't remember
4 objection -- or clarification, | don't have an 4  to who the letter went.
5 objection. Regarding time, ever? Did he ever do 5 Q. That's your signature at the
6 anything? 8 bottom?
7 MR. McGUIRE: In response — solely 7 A. Htis, butit's likely in response .
8 based -- 8 to a bishop asking for comments about a man. ?
9 MR. HUEBSCH: Short term after 9 Q. And that letter was issued in |
0 reading this? A0 1998, which was essentially during your tenure, |
1 MR. McGUIRE: Right. correct? %
2 THE WITNESS: Well, this is dated A, Yes. |
3 2000. Q. Okay. When you talk about a i
4 Q. Um-hmm. priest in good standing, what is your 2
5 A. If I'm remembering, | think, the understanding of what that is? -%3
6 updated and enhanced guidelines were early 2001 A. Well, that he is in good favor g
7 plus also -- so those were created -- with the society, his own community, that he is ?%
8 Q. Right. a priest with integrity. Well, I'll stop :
9 A. - certainly with many people in there. %
20  mind, but certainly with -- | mean, with Don in Q. Okay. It says here, quote -- and
21 mind. We also had generally policies that we this letter is issued by the Jesuit province §
P2 had for everyone in misconduct. 1would say for others to rely upon, isn't that the custom -
£3  one were the further guidelines that were and practice? %
b4 eventually created for Don, plus also bringing A. Yes, %
PS5  him from his residence in Evanston to Clark Q. Okay. It says here, quote, we .
g
1 Street and then eventually asking him really at 1 have never received any information that would Z
2  the same time to change his ministry in travel. 2  cause us to restrict his ministry in any way .
3 Q. | guessyouand | can guibble 3 nor do we see any problem with another diocese
4 whether this was immediately or within close 4  extending him faculties and allowing him to
5 approximation to this time. 5 minister there. Do you see that? !
6 A. Yes. Correct. B A. Yes. %
7 Q. But the day you read this, did you 7 Q. Was that, in fact, true at the :
8  do anything different on Don McGuire after you 8 time? .
9 readit? 9 A. Well, we had information about Don
10 A. | cannot remember doing 40 which is present right there, but a judgment %
11 anything — : has to be made as to when and under what ‘
12 Q. Okay. criteria that you would restrict his ministry. %
13 A. - immediately. Q. Well -- %
14 Q. After reading this letter, did you A. And - and then communicate that i
5  still think he was a danger to the public? to someone else and | think that's -- that was %
6 A. Yes. the -- the question. :
17 Q. Okay. MR. McGUIRE: Could you read that 3
18 A. Yes, back? i
19 (Thereupon, Plaintiffs' Exhibit 27, a THE WITNESS: |thought | had in !
20 memo dated 12-22-1998 from Father Baumann, was there in the time when you do that, | thought | :
g1 marked for purposes of identification.) had said that but --
p2 Q. Il bring to your attention and Q. Well, his -- his ministry was
23 mark and identify a letter dated December 22, already under restriction at the time of this
b4 1998. Look at that and teli me if you letter, correct, and you knew that? ,,

b5  recognize that? MR. HUEBSCH: And the guestion is

196
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what?

Q. Why did you issue the letter?

A. Well, | must -- | can't recall
everything. | must have felt that we were
still in the process of determining the
seriousness of -- and the consequences of his
situation.

Q. Well --

A. And if I'm correct, | did -- it
was a short year later, | think, that | wrote a
letter saying that | could not communicate that
same support and | would have to rely upon
these very documents that you have to say that.

Q. Okay.

A. Soit was a question, a hard
question and it was part of the ongoing
process.

Q. Did you -- | don't see that
anywhere related in here that he's part of an

COW®D~Oa s N

ourselves while we do this, we ought to have
same guidelines for him, but -- so --

Q. But the letter goes on to say
there is, quote, nothing to your knowledge in
his background that would restrict any ministry
to minors, when, in fact, it was done so on two
or three separate occasions. | mean, it's --
you know, you have restricted his ministry so
I'm trying to figure out why -- and you
specifically restricted his ministry with
minors, yet, you're representing that he's got
no restriction with minors.

MR. HUEBSCH: And the question is?

Q. The question is why would you
write something like that in the -- in the face
of what you've got in the file?

A. Well | think | would repeat what
| said so far and maybe the only thing | can
add to it is when you talk about reports, |

20 ongoing process as to the determination of guess | would think of kind of a finished
?1  these matters. €1 product. In a way rather than just allegations
22 A. Right. P2  and something that would be more conclusive or
23 Q. So let me ask you this question, 23  farther down the track than what we had to --
24 it says here that you have never received any ’ say to a bishop that | am not okay with him
25  reports of improprieties on Father's part and 25 coming to perform a wedding or whatever, so :
197 199 |
1 yet, we've just -- you went through a review of 1 that's the best that | can --
2 thefile, we've gone through a whole bunch of 2 Q. Was there a --
3 stuff. What part of receiving reports of 3 A. And we were working on those.
4  improprieties is -- is confusing and would lead 4 Q. Well, is there -- you eventually
5  you to sign this letter? 5 put Don McGuire on restriction and further
6 A. Well, what | would say is that he €6 guidelines, correct?
7 was part of a process that we were trying to 7 A, Correct.
8 determine information and credibility to 8 Q. What part of those restrictions or
9 allegations and complaints, and that was 9 guidelines that you put him on would be subject
10 ongoing. ltwasn'ta--itwasn'tata 10  to less than finality as you're referring to
11 concluding point. 11 the work of other provincials who have put him
12 Q. Well, you obviously had evidence 12 on restriction and guideline? You're saying
13  prior provincials had put him on restriction, 3 theissue was left open. What about your work
14  two, if not three prior provincials put him on 4 as a provincial is still left open when you're
15 guidelines and restrictions. What more is left 5 putting him on restriction?
16 open in your mind after you just testified that 6 A. The other provincial put him on
17  you thought he was a threat to the general 7 guidelines out of care for others, maybe
18  public? 8 himself too, but care to the public and for
19 A. Well, they -- they put him on minors, and | did that too, but that was
20 some -- they asked -- they presented him with proportionate to where we were in the
21 some guidelines and | did too, butin a investigation and what we knew about Don and
22  parallel track. We were also trying with what was occurring and we were still not --
23  consultation to determine the -- to take the even with my guidelines not to the final point
24  next steps regarding investigation and of our investigation or our conclusions about

’5  credibility of these. All the while saying to

198 |
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what was the best thing to do for Don. ;
200 |;

T R g

50 (Pages 197 to 200)

McCorkle Court Reporters, Inc.
Chicago, lllinois (312) 263-0052



Januvary 26, 2000

To:  Dick Bavmann, S.1., Provincial
From: Rick McGum, 8., Soctus
¥or,  Don MeGuire, 5.J.

Bau,

Reparding your soncern about whether you can send the requcslcd letier of good standing 1o thc bishop of
Las Vepas, so Don can give aretreat there in February:

My assessment:

Considering the wording the bishop requires it would be comect for you not to aliow Donto give this

retreal. You might want 1o talk with him, of course, bul strictly speaking, 1 don’t think you can sign (his
letter,

¥ have reviewed Don’s file:

Don has a history of inappropriate incidents with male adoleseents (and one sexual relationship with a 20
year old woman, when he was 50—this was back about 1981} While no divect sexual contact has been
established with these young men, there is very evident wandesing across boundaries by Don: Fhe inost
documented complaint—inciuding correspondence 1o the provincial from the damily and their
altomey--concemed him taking a young man with him on retreals as his personal servant, who then gave
him massages, they showered fopether, and read pornography together.

* Inole, tog, the repeated statements by Fran Daly and Brad Schaefler that Don is vary difficoltin a

conference. He has little insight. Gracious when thai tactic will work, bot gquick to go en the offensive

. when hehinks the other pary is unlrusiworthy, He is paranoid—quick to blame others, but does nol see

the tocus of these sexual problems in himsel, Moreover, his personality disorder is such that he is very
ood at dividing his care-givers agains! each other. e.g., In 1993, he prolested that his psych. evaluation a1
was nol done well, and insisted on bemg sent elsewhere for Ireatmen, so he was sent for
treatment st Similarly, in 1994, he pitted his own psychiatrisi (a personal
friend) egains % disputing Ueir assessment of Tibm,

1 enctose copics of Bob Wild's puideliney; Fran Daly’s revised guidelines; Fran®s “history™ of Don;
: B psych. evaluaiion of Den.

‘o

A Drief history:

1693 :

The carliest records in the file 20 back to 1993, but refer 10 2 hisiory of incidents in the years prior to that,
Ho charges have ever been filed.

Provincial Bob Wild issued writicn guidelings to him Feb, 27, 1991, with 2 main conditions: 1. Don*

“{raye} wilh a male or female young person under 18, preferably not wnder 215 2. Don™t be alone with

McBulre, DonaldHIstery of Treatment as of Jan. 2000

EXHIBIT 48
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_provincial authorization 1o read the evaluation {preswmably the one from

adolescenl’ (whose Tamily’s complainl prompted Bob’s action). ‘was & boy he’d taken
as his servant on retreals with him for the half-year prior to Bob's letler,

1993:

Don was senl for an evaluation a

Fiz was senl in June, 1993, for in-patien! treatment, for half a year, t

Sept. 6, 1993: Fran Daly wroje a report on Don's progress a
therapist’s slatement of Doa’s sexually imappropriale behavior,

pivihg his report of the

Nov. 20, 1993; John Hardan, 8.)., writes provincial Brad Schaeffer, reponting on bis visit to Don at
} ILis evident to me that John cannot assess psychoiog)cal prablems, and downplayed Don’s

v:,ry real sexual problems. John was called in at the suggestjon of the family, as a buffer

between Don and the provincial, Brad asked him specifically to assess whether Don had broken the seal
of confession regarding the .boy. John's asscasment was that he had nol.

Dee. 1, 1993; Fran Daly wrote a “history” of Don's problematic behavier.

Pree. 21, 1993: Brad Schacffer wrole up his account of bis visit to Drox atg

1554,

]

28, 19941 Brad wrote up his account of his first eonference with Don afler his discharge from

April 6, 1994: Don wrole his own sel{-report for his after-care 1eam, It contains virtwally no admission or

recognitjon that he has any problems; instead, it exudes s paranoid anger at those who falsely aceused him
or mishapdied bis treatmem,

July 13, 1994: A fresh complaint, (I"d have to check 1o see if the incident was current, or their repon of 3

past incident) from the family, similar to the one noted above,
Sept, 20, 1994 The psychiairist Don chose for his afier-care program, Dr. . wag 2 buddy
-of Don's, and got.co-opted by him, as is evident in s letler, ful) ur indignation about his

umneeded hospitalization at g

Ocl. 3, 1994: Jim Gschwend, Don's pr‘ovincia! canjact person, complains that Don has not given the

is no such official report fro in Don's file.

1965:

Feb. 17, 1995: Fran Daly reiterates Bob Wild®s guidelines to Don, with these revisions: 1, He is not to
travel with zny young persor under the age of 21; 2, He is to have no further conlact with the
family (another complainant),

McGulre, DongldiHistory ol Treaimend as of Jan, 2000 2
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June 1, 2000

Conceming:  Fr. Donald J. McGuire, S.J.
From: Fr. Richard H. McGum, S.J., Sodius

Fr. Al Naucke, S.J., socius of the California Province, phoned this moming. He told me

. that Fr. Joseph Fessio, S..., has recantly refated the following account to the provincial,
Fr. Thomas Smolich, 8.J.:

A 14 year old minor, the son of & conservalive family in
Phoenix, Arzona, is currently residing in the home of the family in
Massachusetts, while attending a learning disabled program.

Mir. has lold Fr. Fessio that Don McGuire is. izgal guardian, and
that is going lo Tive with Fr. McGuire,
1 have not previousty heard of the surnames and ~in regard to Fr.

McGuire. Fr. Fessio was similarly involved in the complaint about Don from the
family in 1993, We have correspondence from the attomey 1o
us, which never proceeded lo legal action; Fr. Fessio received copies of this lawyer’s

letter to the Chicago Province. Il was afier this incident that Fr. McGuire was sent for
treatment at 5L John Vianney Hospital in Downingtown, PA.

McGuire Minar Renost

EXHIBIT 49
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HEALTH RECORD
} ST LAWRENCE SEMINARY . MT CALVARY, WISCONSIN
ALL QUESTIONS ON THIS FORM MUST BE ANSWERED. ITEMS WITH A STAR (™) ARE OF ADDITIONAL IMPORTANCE.
This health examination form is to be completed and returned to St Lawrence Seminary. The family or personal physician of the
student is in an ideal position to supply the significant history,.physicai findings and laboratory studies related to the student’s health,
and also to provide a critical evaluation of his health status.

i §  EXHIBIT 50
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TO BE COMPLETED BY PARENTS:

If parents are separated or divorced, which parent is to be notified in case of illness?

Do you wish the hospital or clinic to bill you difectly or do you want the hospital or clinic to send the bill to your insurance company?

Hospital O bill me directly (Esend bill directly 1o insurance company

Clinic O kill me directly ®.send bill directly to insurance cornpany

Please read the following, and if you are in agreement, sign in the appropriate spaces. There are three parts to this section, each
covering a different point of health care. We need your signature [or an explanation of your non-signature) for ali three sectionis

\

{1) 1 give my permission for m;,r son to receive health care by the seminary staff for illness or injury. | understand this care is overseen

by the medical director through a Begistered Nurse. This care includes administer]ng first aid, medication, health screenings and
transporting to medical appointments.

Signature of Parent or Guardian ﬁ"‘ @Mﬂ/ﬁ/ﬁ lmfmﬂ,{_@j ((’ Uﬂ\ﬁ: \?m\

{2} \n the event of an emergency, | give my permission to have my son treated as an outpatlent or admitted to a hospital and to have
surgery if necessary. | understand an attempt will always be made to notify me in case of an emergency.

Signature of Parent or Guardian ZP W &’\ﬂ/\i}w% (Q: \sznxﬂ

' h C I
{3} The undersigned parent/guardian of , in the event that he;’s'ﬁe cannot be
contacted through reasonahle efforts, does hereby empower and grant to St Lawrence Seminary permission tO consent to.
and authorize medical and hospital care and/or treatment for my above named child/ward, This authorization shall be valid
for the period of time beginning August 19, 2000. | do hereby indemnity and hold harmtess the physicians,’ hospltal and
other persons who act in reliance upen this authorization. .

Today's dage: g/f;"-/ 09

Witness: ‘ . -/ | , I

Parent/Guardian

Parent/Guardian

3
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FOND DU LAC REGIONAL wciNIC
100 South County Trunk W
Mt Calvary Wisconsin 53057 i o
PATIENT REGISTRATION Date ;f/&.,zm%____

Please print the following information concerning your son/guardian, a student aa‘fSr Lawrence Seminary, Mt Calvary WI.

PERSON R_EEP,O){\[E}I LE FOR PAYMENT (Far a child, this is ordinarily the person who has custody]
(GUARTLAA NoAAL B
Last Name /15 GUITE Fist DON AL T Middie Initial __cJ .

Mailing address ﬁiﬂ 6];* f’i) X 5250 HorsTon [ G 09-0%'

street address or P O Box number city state zip
éirth date 7/"'? / _1)0 Social Seturity Numt..
Home Phone _ Q1 - b ¢ i}‘ S02- . Woaork Phone Same
Check one: ezt Single; 7 O Married; O Separated; O Widow; D Divorced.
Relationship to seminary student: O Parent; ﬁl_egal Guardian O Other {please state}

Employer Ml §S 1OW J: i [:/S Occupation Q 0F1AK CA'THG'LLL- PR\ |5 ST

Employer's address ' !E)y 0 BQ}'L S'Z'F’S_é EVPFMSTO N h—- é> Dﬂ C)L‘f‘
street address or P O Box number city state  zip .
INSURANCE INFORMATION Does the student have insurance? A Yes; O No.
Student’s primary insurance:
insurance Company BL‘UE”_CI‘EO?_SP BLDE iD# Group#
Effectiva date I . Expiration date
Address where claim is 1o be sent
street address or P O Box number’ city state  zip
Name of policy holder _ Relationship of studem to policyholder SEH:

Medical assistance # Effective date

Expiration date

What type of coverage? 0O family coverage; . }Zfsingle coverage.
fcontinued on other sidel
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SPOUSE’'S NAME Last Name r}\»/ﬁ‘ First

Middle Initial

Address and Phone {list only it different than the address of person responsibie for payment, given on reverse side.)

Mailing addrass

street address or P O Box number

Phone { )~ 3- o }

Please give the following information for the spouse::

Social Security Number Occupation

Empioyer

city sState zip

Employer's Address

Employer's Phone

FOR EMERGENCY PURPOSES
Nearest relative or friend not at your address _
That person's relationship to student

Mailing address

streat arrress or F O Box number

Phone

oity " state zip

AUTHORIZATION FOR RELEASE OF MEDICAL INFORMATION: | authorize any holder of medical information about me to release

ASSIGNMENTS OF BENEFITS:

said medical information requested by insurance companies with whom | have coverage or any public agency and its
agents to determine benefits for services provided or benefits for related services.

| hereby authorize payment of benefits be made directly to Fond du Lac Regionai Clinic for services
provided 1o this patient by the Fond du Lac Regional Clinic. ] understand that bam finangially respensible to Fond du Lac
Begicnal Clinic for charaes not covered by this assignment including those charges which my insurance carrier may,

onsider above usual | authorize refund of overpaid insurance benefits where my coverage are subject
to coordination of benefits in the event of default, | agree to pay all costs of charges including reasonable attorney‘s

fees. 1 agree that if any of the information furnished on this form changes, it is my obligation to notify Fond du Lac
Regional Clinic.

[ @mﬁfﬂﬁﬂgtwgﬂ S’//é]dd

Signature of resi;onsrb/e person ate



September 25, 2000

Conceming: Fr, Donald J. McGuire, 8.
From: Fr. Richard H. McGum, 5.J., Exec. Asst.

1 received & phone call today from a } of Aungusta, Georgia, in reference to
Fr. Donald J. MeGuire, 5J.) ‘ age 20, has just completed z year of
service Tor Pr, McGurire, traveling with him as his assistant on his many retrests.

gave these phone numbers: ) f. A check
of BellSouth on the web turned up this home address:

- and his wife, . arc eoncesned, now fhot the year is up, thel they are having
“difficulty communicating our thoughts” to their son, and he feels they have “lost touch with
him.”. _ with some reluclance, satd that he feels that is being controlled” by

Fr. MeGuire, and is “not listening to us*

. are also in contact with a Fr. Brest Brannen, votation director for the
diocese of Savannah, Georgia. | gather ihat he and tiave previousty tatked about whether

“has a vocation to the priesthood. said that Fr. Brannen, Yike himself, is “very
much not at peace sbout this™ situation.

Fr. McGuire and xert in Augusta at the end of August, and 1 mel
with him and “We weren™ pleased with the results of the talk.,.Fr. McGuire said that

‘has a vocalion serving me; he's not ready lo come home."™

. said that his son is arriving home today Tor 8 week’s visit.

atso noted {hat some veighbors of his, ‘speliing of sumame
uncertain) also had their son with Fr. McGuire last year, and that they, 100, had concerns.
' alst made reference to a psychiatrist in Angusia, 2 T i, whorm

seys sets up lhe arfangements of these young inen with Fr. Mctimre.

zaid there were other details he could tolf me, but that they would nat be appropriate
over the telephone. I asked him to send me a written statement, being as cxplicit as possible, and
he said he would do so.

1 told him | appreciated that it was not easy for him to make this call o me. 1 ako said I would

contact Fr. McGuire to check out this report, thongh 1 noted that Fr. MeGuire is frequently (and, I
think, presently) out of the country.

McGuin Complaint Phoncd Sept 25 09

00148
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Oetebet 25, 2000

Father Richacd Molhom

- olo Chicaga Provdnot: Tesuls
2030 Movth Clark Streat
Chicxgo, Binots 60614

Tty Frthet,

We should have weitten you Yong before now but we were Arying fo cespect our
o't wishes, Wa waet (o bring to your sttenfion sopething that transpired betwoen
Frther Bonsid MeGulire &nd our son i served hio in Chicago from June 1998~
Augom 3999, wasinvitedlo servesBrther and Mission Pides for s year. Duxing this
your Father was shnost corpletely blind due 1o complications from s disbetes and
Headed wasiatance o bt able to traved and give rreats, We were bappy to have our son
sorve Father and thought the tmpericnpe would be of Donodit W, fiad just gradusted
fram bigh sshoo and was open ta giving &y of hig U in service,

Fhe year started off with Teeeqing in regulsr cormminiention with us by phione
and omel. After showt & month, the camifiunieation beoame loss frequent as osad
Fathes 101d him to cut beck on Lis o-maiting to fiends snd fumily even though’ was
dotng this on his awn Hme. We did not agree with this end continued o commnicate
regulardy with. by

phone. We are & very close Luspily mnd we Sl it was imporisnt for
1 ke intmch_

The Incident that we want 1o bring 1o your ariention s scrually & pattern that

doveloprdt frome Jung of 1998 until shordy before they Jeft for Indin in the Fall.
- calfed tis late one night, He was very amdous and emotiontlly upset, He oried 8s he told

us e “oouldn’t take it anymorel” He steted that Frther was overwhelming bm with
pornegrRplic pictures end talling to Him shout sexust maniers al every waking motment,
Father whs doing this, ht srid, to prepare Hira for the tip to Tndi whers he would be
swting e lot of pudity because of the iifestyle of the ponple in that culpre. was
exhnytsted frow lack of sloep and canstant activity in caring Tor Fathers needs, Henever
had & day offin the entire time he cared for Fathor except for the three d8YS he came home
for Christinas, The Smotionsl suate of our son dlarmed us. He is & very stable young man

and wan sot prone ta such spxiety of emotionst uphoaval. We told our son we vrould
feave, Hobecame mofe smtious as we taiked
Mcliuire, About BRpen minutes Iater ag my

WiS

coime got b troediately f be wanted to
g fnslly 8838 he had 10 go son sbout Father
Huband sod [ were tefking sbout What we should do, the phone rang again,

k 0011l
EXHIBITS, J  x-6.
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. celling us bick to iy, “Please don't 1ol anyone what | just told you. Father's reputation
it &t stake. Don't tell anyone. Il be ok . Fathor asid he would stop doing this
immedistely if t upscts me 5o much”™ It wes obvious that had 1ol Father he hed
called us and Fathor iosivied (hat he call us back fmuiediately. Trying 1o tst 0ur son's

judgement, we did b5 he asked us, Wehave never inentioned this ihcident to anyone until
the Jast two months, o :

A

When ! : ‘ : camne 1o us with concerns sbout their som, L We
immedintely thought of this fncident. Our son served Father McGuire for u year and is
now in college P We have spoken to hins about tis experiences with
Father inthe lightof the converns. Hejs bothercd still Hom the effects of the
pornography he experitnted while with Fathes, He is very independent but eupressed
coneern about’ { whois his fied fom high sehioof) who has not been so resistant to
Father's extrome controd, nor 13 commugticative wit his parents as™ - was wath s,
He sgreed that Father.s very controlling of the young men who serve hom and expressed
conosrh sbowt this control. We fee? you shonld know about this incident end the effest #
has had on our son. Together with the slamaing experience the have had this
yosx, W hak that you give this matter your immediate siteton,

We have groat-respect for Father MoGuire's leatning and the exedleat Ygnatian
retreats he gives, We do howeves have corcpn for the influsnes he is having on these
young wen who serve bis aoid for His own personst weaknesses which throeten the work
that God would do through him. Thank you for'you attention to this metter, We took
forwerd 1o bearing from you, . :

60112
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December 13, 2000

To:  Dick Baumenn, $.J., Provincial
From: Rick MeGurn, 5.)., Socius
For:  Don McGuire, S.1,: Detajled Summary

elsewhere for treatment, 50 he was sent for lrealmen'l Bl

Dick,

1 have previously given you & summary of Don McGuire’s history, but I now give you exr updated
version, in more delail, noting names, guidelines, and Don's violating of those puidelines,

The earliest records of compleints from individuals go back to 1991, but there have beesxy concerms
aboul Don’s lack of prodence from at lesst 1960, when his ordination was not approveck.

) Don has been subject 1o provincia) geidelines reparding his behavior, since 1991,

Although no charges have ever been filed against him, Donr has a history of inapproprizate
incidents with male adoleseents {and one sexual relationship with & 20 year old wornar , when he
was 50—1his was back about 1981). While no direct sexual conacl has been establishe-d with
these young men, there is very evident wandering across boundaries by Don: The most
documented complaint—including correspondence Lo the provincial from the} : family
and their alomey--coneerned him taking a young man with him on retreals 23 his perseanal
servanl, who then gave him massoges, they showered topether, und read pornography vogether,

.

)] no-le, 100, 1he repeated siatemenls by Fran Dnly'nnd Brmad Sehoeffer that Don is yery cEifficult in a

- conference. He has Tittle insight. Gracious when that lactic will work, bu{ quick o go o ke

offensive when he thinks the other parly is umrustWonhy. He is paranoid—-guick lo bl.ame others,
but does not see the Jocus of these sexual probiems in h:mseif Moreover, his personalxty disorder

is such thet he is very pood ol dividing his care-givers npainst each ulhcr. e g e 199% he :
protested that his psych. evalvation al o

1994, he pitled his own psycl'na trigl {a personal friend} agains!
disputing their assessment of him.

1091

Feb. 19, 1991, Mcmeo of provincial Fr. Wild regarding a phone cabl from By, Ricardo Tslacio,
director of the Christian Brothers retreat house in 51, Helena, CA. Don had given a siuxdents’
retreel 1o the students of Coby Academy, B conscrvelive Catholic school in Napa, CA _ Br, Palacio
spoke of his discomfori at finding Don bad traveling with him ' vape 17, of
Anchorage, AK. The boy does nol scem 1o have slepl in a separate room. At ong point he found

the boy wilh Dan in Don's room, and \he boy*s hair askew and his shirl-tails out, thowagh Don was
dressed.

Fr. Wild notes that he “knows of no previous complaints on this score.,.”

“As Palacw and 1 agrecd, this travel business is at least very impradent, perhaps muc}1 ore

$€ rious.”

MeGuirdiDeiailed Summacy

EXHIBIY 53
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Feb. 27, 1993—Letter of Provincial Bob Wild to Don: (Referring 1o Bob's conference with
Don on Feb. 22: *1 therefore: asked of you two chapges in your bebavior, and you reatily agreed
to both. First of all, ] ask that vou not travel on any overnight trip with any boy or girl under the
age ol 18 and prelerably even under the age of 21, Secondly, 1 asked you 10 confine any further
conlact that you rpight have with’ 710 situations in which a1 least one of his parents
would also be present. This latter cornraand 1 did not give you beeause of any wrong doing that T
noled in your belravior; 1hink it sirmply a matier of careful prudence under the circumslances.”

May 13, 1991: Copy of a letter from ihe parents of . of Anchorape, AK, o Br.
Ricarde Pacacio, SSC at Christian Bros. Retreat House, SU Helena, CA.

I notes that ™ has been traveling and assisting Fr. since October, 1990.

“We were also extremely upsel 1o leam that Jess than a week afler your lelephone call (:

, Teporiing Br. Ricardo’s concern) 1o us, Fr. McGuirte was called home by bis
provincial becanse of your unsubstantjated accusations.,. We have been assured by our son
thal no improprieties oceurred.... ™

Junc 19, 1991t Letter 1o Don MceGuire from provincial Fr. Wild, noting that he had received
copy of the Jelter of May 13, 1991 from ‘s parents 10 Br, Palacio,

“Despite this clear vindication of your conduct, however, 1 would stitl ask of you the basic things
that § asked in nry previous ietler {(Feb. 27, 1991, in which be gives Don the guidefine not lo
travel withy anyone under 18, an_ aclion prompled by the incident)... say this nol begause

any blame should fall upon you but rether simply in a prudent way 1o protec! yon and your
imporiam ministry from any sort o) hammn,”

1993

Letier of May 11, 1993: . notes Fr. McGuire’s history withy thelr spn,

daling [rom August, 1992, when the boy was 16, a minor. Fr. McGuire look him on
as his “personal assistant.”

I recount this particular complaint in more detai), because it is a good portrayal of the gencral
complaints against Don by others.

" Copies of this leller went 100

Rev. John Hardon, S.).
esq., attomey for the . . family

Complaints included: Don had him driving a car even though the boy had no driver’s license.
Alsor buying him “skimpy briefs” .

“We were distarbed when it became increasingly apparent thal #as unable 1o stand up for
his own convictions, or vojce any different opinions in Fr. McGuire’s presence. In addition,
erecled a wall of secrecy asound anything which might refiect nepatively on his relatinship with
Fr. MeGuire.. Sull, despile red flags, our deep respecl and admiration for his work, and
compassion and affection for Tr. McGuire personally, made us willing to overlook and excuse
these things despile tension, disappointment and hurt.?
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“Starting on Apri} 14 (1993), matters got far worse... The priest who sccompanied Fr.
cGaire...infonmed us thal our son had been involved in an awlomobile accident in Poland...

“On April 18, Fr. McGuire called and demanded, ..that © come 10 San Francisco for the next
10 days Lo care for him. We 5ajd no... Fr. McGuire then Jaunched into a furious attack...In
addition, Fr. McGuire revealed what he identified as being confessional malerial, . .and (revealed}
whal the specific lemptation was to myself and my wife,.,Fr. McGuire instcted ~ to give
Pim regular body massages. A1 least some of these were while was tdressed in underpants
only. Father had wash body parts of his while he was in the shower, When confronted with

Ihesa aclivities by myself and my wife, ¥r, McGuire not only did not deny them but justified caeh
of them.

“On April 22, . revealed that Fr. McGuire directzd ) 1 10 join him in a pictere-by-picture
aralysis ..ol apgroximaiely 20 pormmographic (piclures)... This started in October of 1992, and

lasted for five months in many cities. s does assure us, however that no explicitly sexval acts
occuoed...

April 38, 1993: Mermo (presumably the socias, Fr. Daly) reperting Fr. Daly’s conversation with

Don, who “denied a majonily ol the allegations but admitled 1o having ~  _stay in bis room and
thal Don would go to St Luke’s for an evaluation,”

April 30, 1993: Memo (presumably the socjus, Fr. Daly) of a meeting with Don McGuire inthe
presence of his superior, Joe Downey, 8.1. This memo noles that the ' complaint first
came to Lhe provincial via Soe Fessio, S.).. and i

The raemo notes thal Don denied showing the boy pomograpby, and “he denied 1aking showers
with him, but that would wash his right foot...He admitied they shared a room bul the door
was always open...He {(Don} wen! on to say that, since his health condition of ien years ago, he
has no sexual desires and is not attracied to koys. The anly lime he *has fallen’ 3 was with a
women. He denied that they {Don and . 7y were naked 1opether in \he room. He fell
that since he was always with a group, such as a priest, doclor, deniisy, he was not breaking his
promise to Bob (Wild, the provincial — see attached guidelines of Jan. 27, 1991, proscrihing travel

with anyone under the ape of 18). However he admitled that the question of obedience was
invohved,

“I 1old him that he could give this setreat in Phoenix nex\ week provided he 1old the superior that
he was under an allegalion and that he could not be with minors without supervision. He agreed
1o this. He also apreed 1o go for an evaluation at 8L Luke’s (May 9-14, 1993}, . Joe Downey
reflected 10 Don about his judgment and that he seems imprudent... Don wenl on about how he

has ajways been accused of being imprudent even since (West) Baden becanse he cares for the
poor and people...”

April 26, 1993: Memo {presnmably the socius, Fr. Daly: “Fr.Joe Fessio, (8.1, called Lo repont
that Don MeGuire was on 4 Urip lo Russia accompanied by some young men, one of whom was
1aking showers wilh (him} and reading hard pormography together. They also masturbated but
MecGuire may not have touched the young man. This young man’s name is s and
loe knows his father well who is 2 good Catholic. S vas ; sponsor al his
confirmation and learmed (his story [rom his father. 888 is a lawyer and contacled Joe, Joe
asked him 1o keep this quiel untl he could represent tbis to McGuire's provincial... He also
rentioned thal a ¥r, Thursion was on this trip to Russia and thought Don’s behavior odd. It was
Thurston talking 1o which prompied to inquire of his son.™
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May, 1993: Don was sent for an gv.

tation at B

Jupe 10, 1993; Memo of socivs Fr. Daly reconating a phone conversation with
about the status of the latier’s complaint, In the course of the conversation,
also asked if anylbing was being done about Don's velationship with his secretary
znd who is a minor, 15 years old.

June 18, 1993: Memo of socius Fr. Daly indicating thal Don would hegin his yesidential
L on Jupz 30 (an in-patient

program of 6 mcmlhs)

June 28, 1993—1Letter of Provincial Brad Schacffer to Don:

“The complain! fodged by the” ; family is a serious one which has legal implicalions.
While your interprelation and theirs vary, 1145 clear there were questionable areas involved in this
relntionship, In addition, traveling in the way you did with this younp man was a clear

vio)ation of the directives given by Bob Wild afler a similar concern was raised two years
ago.."

*...thal is why | asked you to have the (recenl) eveluation atj which you readily
agreed to. Based on thal evaluation, | asked that you engaged in a treatment program (at BN
which Don begar shorily after this letter),

July 19, 1953: Meme of socius Fr. Daly reconnting a phone conversation with Don's physician at
3 Y EbmiERaRierne . “She is the medical doctor who called to tell me that Don has been
over-medicating himsel{ for twenty years, He does not need the amount of insulin (60) takes and
is al present al 22 and she thinks thal be @ill need none. He has Type 2 diabetes. That he takes »
huge amownt of vitamins and may even have taken iron to seem to have hemoglwomatosis...

Sept. 7, 1993: Memo of socius Fr, Daly about Don’s progress in therapy at

.“Don told him (his therapisl, W) that he has been close to 1214 YOungsters over

the years. Although not genital relationship, bul whaiEBEERecaiied “fotteurism.” pleasure
derived from some skin conlact, e.g., a fool massaged, z2u arm on kid’s shoulder asthey look at
pomography logether, ete. Since it was not muteal masturbation, some people have thought thers
was no problem with this kind of behavior. However, there is a disorder in this behavior,

“Don is beginning to disclose more and acknowledge showering together, looking at porme
logelher. N

Nov §2,1593: Memo
Don’s therapist a

umab]y of lhe soc:us Fr. Daly) recounting a phone conversation with

Pkt ®iileany 11’ s noted that Fr. John Harden, 8.1,
EEaaeres and mel Jomﬂy wnh h:m and his thersipist. It*s noted that Fr. Hardon
does not think Don broke the seal of confession {presumably rcgardmg the: bay).

“Dennis thinks that Don is fearful of losing his priesthood and (his membership jn) the Society.”

Nov. 20, 19931 John Hardon, §.J., writes provincial Brad SchaefTer, reporting on bis visit 10 Don
81 Downingtown. Tt is evident 10 me that John cannot assess psychological problems, end

downplayed Don's very real sexual problems. John was galled in at the sugeestion of the

family, as a buffer belween Don and the provincial. Brad asked him specifieal)

(5
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»phone cal] of'complairt abomt Don from

assess whether Don had broken the sea! of confession Ieg ardingihe boy. John's
asscssment was that be had not.

Nov. 23, 1993: A letier 1o provincial Fr. Schaeffer from Don's brother, Mr, B0 -
attorney, mco\lntmg h:s participation {prior to Nov, 12,1993) at lhcrapy conference regardmg

Don =\ S M Mr, McGuire states his anper, 2nd it is evident he thinks Don
has ne prob!em and that the huspﬂal treatpyent was most inadequate,

Dec, 1, 1993z Letter of socivs Fr. Daly to Hes

Downingtown, PA. The leter comaines a UMMmMEYY, recountmg Don's dilficulties from 1960 to
the presenl,

Pec, 21, 1993: Memo of provineial Fr. Scheeffer recouming his sitendance ai the therapy group

conference for Don, at which Fr, Gschwend was also present, along with Don’s therapy leam.

“Tt was helpful for me to hear from SHREEESAR 21 Don is not a ‘predator’ io temms of sexuality.
B he does have a sexoality problem and he even admitied 1o that, While he cenainly hasn®t
acled oul genitally in any fashion with anyebe (Is Fr. Schaeffer aware at this point of Don's prior
sexual contast with o woman?), he develops relutionships with younger people over whom he can
have a great dea} of influence and charscterizes this within a religious context. As a resull, he can
cross some sigpificant professional boundaries and make mistakss...”

1994

Januery 28, 1994—Merno of Provincial Schaelfer (describing verbal puidelines given 1o Don);

“I reminded him that it was his own bebavior with the - ,minor which got him into

trouble in the first place. In addition, it was a violation of Beb Wild's directives which jed o this,

As a resull il would be important for me lo guaranice that be would have the kind of supervision

neeessary for me 1o allow him 1o retum 1o ministry in eny fashion. Certainly, ithere would be no
NEUpELVise 1act with minprs in his future”

Feb, 18, 1994, Letter of provincial assisiant for men in special ministries, Jim Gschwend, .3, to
.Don, stating that he was Don's liaison with (he provinciel. “Engagement in any sclive ministry is

iobe arraneed with me

.Note: This obviously states a guideling.

April 6, 1994 An unsigned selfirepor (obviously, this is Bop McGuire's aller-care conirag) that
he's making with his therapy leom ay It is 2 very minimal admission

of his rea} problems and hislory, and indicales his anger and lus intention to seek another opinion
once he’s discharged,

June 13, 1994, Memo of prmrmc:a] assistant Fr. Don Nastoid, 8.1, 10 socius Fr. Daly, noting a
of Arllnglon Helphts, aboul her son,
a praduaie of Loyola Academy, She assered tha, years earlier, afier Don got
the boy inlo the Academy, he ofien was the one who drove him home, and that sometimes
slept in Don's room 21 Loyola Academy. The boy would nol talk about his relationship
with Don to her. He withdrew from the Academy afier ane semester, and Don had no foriher
cantact with them.
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In this eall, she made no specific chargs apainst Don, but feels that he had an undue influence

over her son. She did not threaten legal action, but said she was grateful for the chance 1o tell her
story 1o a Jesuil,

Note: It's evident that . was a minor a1 the time, & high scliool freshman,

July 18,1994, Leller of Fr. Jim Gschwend, S.)., to Don's superior,
copy noled to Dlon, in wake of Don's discharge from treatment (at
e has also been given permission to conlinue telreal minjsiry especially witlrihe Mlss;mary

Sislers. Nonetheless gl mm:gtg{ remains cleared throueh this office and Don has been advised lo
do that in a timely wanner.”

JosDDw ey, 5.5, witha

Note: This obviotsly states a guideline,

Sept, 7, 1994, Meino of socins ¥r. Daly to provincial Pr, Schaeffer: Servite priest ¥r, Jerry Horan,
president of their high school in Anaheim, CA, phoned Fran Daly with a complaint that Don
McGuire was interfering in Hiigation between the school and the ! family. Fr. Horan noted

ihat the boy, I, then 2 senior, had accompanied Don on some of his trips 1o Russia
and other places...

Sept. 20, 1994, Letter of psychiatrigt _ il M.D, abou! Fr. McGum: addressed “To
Whom Il May Concern,” (obwicusly, to the provineial). He § if as a psychiatrist, the
one whom Don chose for his afler-care upon discharpe from He writes with
indignation at the diagnosis of personality disorder made by . . and he
gives a nnging defense of Don_. denying that he bas any sisn

He furlhcr identifics himsell as premdanl—e!ect of lhf: F B X Jans

Guilds (Mote: This fbet is relevant becanse of Dorn’s appoitinent as spintuat director with that
group, beginning in 1990).

Oct, 3, 1994, L etier of prov. asst. Fr, Jim Gschwend o Don, noting that Don hes refused to give a
copy of his bospilal repod {from ,

~ 1 nrote thal, to this date, we have no copy of that

Feb, 3, 1995 Memo of Fr. Robent Geisinger, 8.), socius Fr, Daly reparding preparation of the
Feb 17 lelier in 'which Fr. Daly 1ssued new guidelines \e Fr. MeGuire,

Fcb 9 1995 Memo of Fr. Daly, socms, noling & cnnference wilh Fr. McGu:re at which ]"r Hm

Gschwend, 5.3, -was present. Conccmmg the . famnily.
1 told Dop he was not 1o have any contact with the Lo
{Fr, Dejy's) phone conversation with. {nol dated): Includes her complaint re her son

. apparently then 18, whom she found sitting on McGuire™s lap, and Don was siroking

_bim. She faxed her complaint 1o Fr. Cherles {at Canisius) and 10 Frs. Fessio, Hardon, and Link.

i

Feera;'y 17, 1995—4Letter of Aeting Provincial Fran Daly o Don:_(]n'li,g};l 6i'a 'co'mplainl from

"the family:) “1 nm remindi fihe standing restriciiops which were imposed and
reinlorced during the and complaints, Furiher, in accord with their reques, you
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are 1o hiave no conlact with apy snember of the hinmediate family. Also, Lam amplifving
Bob Wild’s 1991 directive: please do nol trave) on any overmipght Atip with any person. rale or
female, wader the age of 21 In addition, T ask Lhsl vou use exiremc canlion 1o avaid any occasion
1hat would find you zlone, behind elosed dgors, with anyone under the age of 21...Yam calling
you 10 a prudence greater than that which yov have shows in recent years.”

{Note: Fr. Dialy lo}d me verbally on Dec. 8, 2000 that Fr. Robert Geisinger, S.J. was presem

dunng this conference of Feb. 17, 1995, in order to be a wiingss to the wamning Fr. Daly issued in
writing to Fr. McGuire). :

2000

Feb. 2, 2000: Bishop of Las Vegas Nevada required detailed letter of good standing including
stetement Fr. never been accused of improprieties with minors, Fr. Bavmann was therefore unable
to pive one 10 Don, who subsequently canccled his cominitment. IV appears he wili not be sble to

funetion in that diocese again, given Lhe nature of the hishop's request, which would likely be
repewed in the fulure, ‘

Dec. 22, 1508, Provincial ¥r, Baumann did provide Don a letier 1o the same bishop, not
having been aware of the provincial guidelines currently in place.

Junpe I, 2000: Socins Fr. McChum notes in 2 memo: Fr. A} Naucke, 5.)., socius of the California
Province, phoned this moming. He told me that Fr, Yoseph Fessio, S.1., has reecntly related the
following account lo the provincial, Fr. Thomas Smolich, 5.).;

A4 year old mipor, ) » the son of a conservalive family in Phoenix,
Arizona, is cuerently residing in the home of the Tamily in Massachusetts, while
atlending a learning disabled program.

Mr. . has told Fr. Fessio that Don MeGuire is slepal puardian, and that
is going to live with Fr. McGuire, .

Sept, 25, 2000: Socius Fr. McGurn reecived a lelephoned complaint from A B
, regarding Don's relationship with his son, presently apge 20, who has been
serving, as Don’s assistant on his travels for the past year, and who now does not wanl to retum

home after his year’s “commitment” has concluded. They documented their complaint in wriling
on October 27, 2000 (scc above).

QOrtober 11, 2000: Pon was away much of the summer, so it was only in October that )
connecied with him to ask about * . He matled me a document, dated Aug, 9,
2000, signed by mother, : 2, which purports to granl legal
puardianship of ker son lo (who administer Don's retreat fund, Mission
Fides). Don also included a note with the ‘s address.

" Ocl. 27, 2000: A wrilicn complaint came to the provincial's office from’

regarding Don’s relationship with the son, , presently age 20, In Aug,, 1999,
. then age 19, agreed 1o serve Fr. McGuire {or a year—ihis occurred through the agency of

}. Their concern slems from unwillingness to retum home this Angus,
commitment concluded.

[ 13

when his year's
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- moral condition” which netessilaled bis oversight of the young man. They also staic that

Parequheticelly, they note that isDon's “'godson.” 1 don’t know if this is
iterally lme or not. They also note that Don bas, since August, laken on 2 new sssistant,
so they see no reason for their son remaining with Don.

They nole that, this past August, slepl in Dan’s room while he was a guest at the

They “were shocked 1o find that Father was adversarial” when ey aitempted 1o confront him
abonl their desires {or their son. They are disturbed that Don wsed 2s ag argument “prave
hizs 10}d thean that, on some occasions, “he even shared the bed in Father McGuire’s room, with
Father McGuire under the sheels and on 1op of the bianke1s.™ -

Oct, 27, 2000: A wrilten complaint came 10 the provincial’s office from’ .
of Avgusta, GA, concerming Don's relationship with their son, L presently age 20.

Socius Fr. McGurn notes: The » are nexl-door neighbors of the and members of
the same eharismatic group headed by Dr.

Their son’ served as Don’s assisiant on his travels sor the year June, 1998 — August, 1999,
after he bad just graduated from high school. They state thet their son 10}d them, in tears, Fr.

McGuire showed him pomographic pictures and 1alked to his “about sexual mallers al every
wiking moment.” ‘

Nov. 3, 2000: . senL 2 lelter 1o the proviacial office, defeading Fr. McGuire, He
states that be is presently 20 years old:

“I'm all the mare vonvinced that what is really 21 the root of the problem is that T m not under
their (his parenls’y dircel consultation and control. The straw thal broke the camnel’s back for them
apparenlly was when T calied and 10ld them the decision I'd made about what 1 was doing for the
Fal} of 2000 and possibly the Spring of 2001: to conlinue working for Mission FIDES in Chicago
while my replacement took over and served as Fr. McGuire's aide. The problems they brought up
were mind-bogpling and even infuriating, going so far as to imply that there are sexual
improprieties present. 1 did my best 1o refute all attacks on myself, and on Fr. MsGuire...”

Note; Nowhere in his lelter does cither confirm or deny thal he siept in the same room, and

- at limes in the same bed, with Don.

Nov. 7, 2000: Memo of Socius ¥r. MeGurmn states, regarding the complaint, Don stated
in a phone cal} 1o me today that he is nol the Jega) guardian of ..He said that’

muother, - is presently fiving in Florida. ¢, who oversee Don's
retreat fund, Mission Fides,” live in Chicago and “have power of attomey for

MNov. 7, 2000: Memo of Socius Fr. McGurm slates, regarding the complaint of the

Family aboul Don’s refationship wilb their son, “When 110ld Don about the complaint of
the and that the provincial would want to talk with hirm abons it, he scknowiedged tha

is notyel 21, When T said that the current gnidelines, given by Fr. Daly in 1995, state that
Don i not 10 travel with anyone under 21, Don said he had no memory of those guidelines, cven
when 1 reminded him that they were given Lo hina in writing. Don then tried 1o excose himsel[ by

snying Lhat was chosen for himby s 1d thar since he’s a psychiatrist, Don
presumed §t was QK7
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S9.here Is a clear example of Don violatieg his 1995 gnjdelines. This also appiies to his
relationship with ste above.

gk koksk ok
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December 18, 2000

Concerning:  Fr. Donald J. McGuire, 8.J.
By: Fr. Richard H, McGurn, S.7.
For: Repozt on Conference of Dec. 15, 2000, to Canisius House Superior

Subject: MeGurn - Fri. report

. Date: Man, 18 Bec2000 12:56:44 -0600
From: “Richard H. McGum, 8.J." <thmcgum@chicagorrovincolesits.ore>
To: “F. Michael Perko, 5.7, <mpetkoEiorion.it lue. sdu>

To:  Michael Perko, 8.J., Superior Canisius House
From: -Rick MeGum, §.J., Socius

Michael,

Here's a bagic view of recent events; Don met this past Fri. aan. with Ban. Tim Toomey and I

were present. It went a8 well as it could. Don was angry, not unexpectedly, but expressed

. willingness to abide by what the provincial will be asking. I told Don I'd be giving you a brief
account of this conference, and that he should expect that you would want fo talk with him about

perameters for guests in your house (see helow). '

Bau will be sending him new directives in January. Bau did not go into detail about thern. I will
meet with Don Jan, 3 to hear from him his detailed reply to the recent complaints, since [ don't
yet have such a staternent from him.

Bau did tell him that one step he wants taken immediately (starting Dec. 15) is that the young
men currently working for Don should no longer be present in your residence st all. Den agreed

to this, It will be up to you to set any expectations you have for this {e.g., when they pick
something up or deliver something to him).

In Xt,
Rick McG.

CANISIUS SUPERIOR REPLIES:

Subject: Re: MceGum - Fri. report To: “Richard H. McGum, 5.J."
Date: Tue, 19 Dee 2000 11:35:47 -0600 <rhmcgurof@cehicaspprovingeiesuyits ore>
1.6 QC: <Ribau@pol.con>

Rick,

Thenks for the pithy update. I just got back from watching eagles in Galena (I'1l spare you the
horror stories of the drive back), so I didn’t gef your message until now.

I'm especially appreciative of the directives in the last paragreph. It’s very clean, indeed, and
makes my life hugely easier,

MeGuire\Conference Dec 15 00 Reported 1o Superior
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In light of it, do you think there's any need 1o have a direct conversation with Don at this
juncture? My inclination is see how the thythms of pick-up and delivery (of stuff and of him for
local travel) go, and deal with what comes up on an &d hoe basis. But, if you or Bau think there’s
some value in having a specific conversation at this point, I'11 be glad to do so.

Peace, and Merry Christmas,
Michael

SOCIUS REPLIES:

- Subject: Re: McQum - Fri. teport From: “Richard H. McGumn, 5.1,
Date: Tue, 19 Dee 2000 11:40:17 -0600 <thmepunihehicesoprovinasiesuits.org>
To: Michae! Perko <mperiei@luc.odu>

Michael_,

My guess is that Don will be on his good behavior for the immediate future. Since Bau will be
giving him new directives in January (probably before mid-month), that's when Don will be
having to deal with whatever new demands they bring. Unless you think it necessary, you cen
probably hold off on talldng with him til then.

In Xf,
Riclk Mce(3,

Me Gaire\Conference Tee 15 00 Reported to Superior
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January 3, 2001

Concerning:  Fr. Donald J. McGuire, S.J. .
By: ) Fr. Richard H, McGurn, $.J., Socius
For: Fr. MeGuire’s Account of Lhe ( and Cowmplaints

- MeGuirsivicGuire Accaunt e Complaints

Don McGuire came lo the province office today at iny request, so 1 conld hear his defailed
account of how he sees the complaints lodged in early antumn of 2000 against him by the parenls
of and . Both families are members of a Catholic charisinatic
commumty in Angusta, Georgia, The head of the commuaity is a psycinatnbt

who has functioned as Don’s pcmoual psyclnatnsl

Don, as he has said before, m—stated that has sclected the young men who lave
worked as Don’s assistants in recent years, Don said that he latked gn the phone yesterday with
to review these 2 eoinplaints.

Without re-stating here the complaints of these 2 families, I note that both their sons were not
minors at the time they entered the role of being assistant to Fr, McGuire ou his relreat circunit.

‘However, they are both under 21, which directly violates the existing poidelines of 1995, in

which the provincial stated that he may not trave} with anyone under 21.
Ty, McGuire?s response to the complaint of the parents of 1

Don said it was “a real shock” to him when they lodged their complaml concerning his

relationship with their son, . when was his agsistant in [998-99. Dan’s shock is due to
his saying that the had hever expressed any complaint prior fo their recent one. -
Den thinks the were induced to lodge a complaint becanse the- (their

neighbors) were looking for support for their own complaint against Don, Regasding their elaim
that their son told them that Fr. McGuire “was overwhelming him with pornographie pictures,”
Don replied that brought 3 pornographic magazines—Plavboy, etc.—to Don, which Don
said told him he had “found'in a closet” (apparently in the apartment provided for bis use by |
the Mission Fides ofiice). I asked Don if he had supplied those magazines to ,and he said
*No.” Don said he had no idea where those mmagazines came fromn. ‘

Y asked if Don ever tooked at those pictures with vhen discussing the matier with him, and
he said “No” (However, he did say that “brought™ the magazines lo him}. Don talked with
about this several weeks later, but that concluded the matter, according to Don’s account.

Regarding the complaint that Fr. McGuire monopolized their son’s time, and discouraged his
communpicating with his parents, Don said that -e-mailed his parents frequently. In general,

Don said of his relationship wilh this family: “I've had open, friendly contact, with no sign of

unhappiness on their pait™ (prior to (this complaint).
¥y. MeGuire’s vespoense {o the complaint of the parents of
Regardig the complaint that Tr. MeGuire monopolized their son’s tine, and discouraged his

communicating with his parents, Don said that the - , especially s mmother, wanted
him to e-mail them daily. Don saic . phoned them weekly.
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" the head of the community, ’ cell, during the remainder of his visit, which Dr.

© Although neither the or the -stated any complaint about their sons helping to

Don said that, in his view, their complaint eriginated in late summer of 2000, when

approached -{who operate Mission Fides, the corporation that manages

Don’s retreat minisiry finances), without Don’s knowledge, and asked if he could stay on as

Don’s assistant for a further 6 monlhs, even though his 1-year commitment was then expiring.

Don said he did no! know of -reqest untit 6 weeks later (How could hie not know, since
commilled time had expired, and he was not showing any signs of departing?).

Pon says that § parents werc 5o upset that he was nol coming home at the end of his 1-year
teamn, that they rallied their sub-group of their chavismatic community in their home, and that this .
assembled group confronted when he retwrned to visit in the late summer, and that they
ingisted he return home, Don said was so upset by this that hé asked to stay in the homs of

acceded to. Parenthetically. said that parents had named him for
. 1 ' ‘

Don said the requested a meeting with him which, in retrospect, he now says was a
mistake on his part to agree to, He said the nieeting took place in a restaurant, and he did not
expect them to launch a confrontation. Don said bis surprise at this was due to the fact that the
had never previonsly mentioned any accusation that he was in any way manipulating

their son. !

t
Don says that, afler this confrontation, . talked with his parents. and that came to him !
and said he’d had a “great talk” with them. Don says that ; . 10}d hin yesterday in their -
phone conversation that, since the time of this complaint i eatly avtumn, that + has'done

very well, and that he is impressed by him.

The specifically have alleged that their son has often slept overnight in the same room
wiih Don, and this includes at least one night in the home of ~ . _____1L. 1 asked Don if

bad ever spent the night in his room, and Don answered, with obligus humor, “Yes, helping me
pack.” Lthen asked if nad ever slept overnight i the same room with him at Dr.

home, and said, “Yes, accompanied by their son, o

1 asked if it was true that had slept overnight in the same room with Don on other
occasions, and he said “Yes, on numerons occasions when we were traveling, as on trips to
Calcutta, efc.” :

Y told Don that the allege their son told therm he had on 1more than one occasion
slept in the same bed with Don. Don said “No, that never happened.”

Additional comunents:

dress or bathe Fr, McGuire, I asked lim if they ever did, He said that both, on various occasions,
helped him bathe his right foot, which he ean’l bend (o reach. He said he would stick his foot out
of the shower stall, so they could do so. T asked if they were always fully clolhed when they did

this for him, and he said “Yes.” .

Don says he has rccently heard from ... I—whoimn Don says heard via Fr. Brett Braunen,
vocation director of the diocese of Savannah, UA (which includes Augasta, the home of the
—that the , back around Oclober, Don thinks, sent a letter of

MeGuire\MeGuire Accour re Complaints
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complaint about himn 1o the bisbop of Savanmal. Don was scheduled to give a retreal in that
diocese in early January, 2001, but has heard via this indirect communication that the bishop does
ot think it wise for him to give thisretreat until the current complainls are settled, so Don has
withdrawn from the retreat. Tasked if he’d had any direct communication, wiitten or otherwise
from the bishop’s office, and ke said “No™ {nor has the province office had any such
comunmication),

Don had also noted, early in our conversation today, that a Fr, Tony Thurston—-who was involved

-in a 1993 complaint against Don by the parents of Don’s assistan! (theaa
minor}--had made it impossible recently for Don to give a retreat at Steubenville Univ., where Fr.
Thurston is carrently located. Idid not go into all the details of this.

Conclusion:

I did noto to Fr. McGuire that these two difficultjes with faculties for giving retreats point out the
serious threat to his retreat ministry end his reputation as a priest, in that, if these complaints
persist and/or proliferate, they could result in bishops refusing him facultics in many dioceses.

1 also noted that, if the current complaints, or similar ones, ever proceeded to legal action against
him and the Chicago provinee, that it would pose very serfous trouble for him and the province.

1 said that Y was grateful to hear his account of these recent complaints, but that, of course, T was
also obligated to hear the accounts of the complainants as well.

Fr. MeGuire said he was being very obedient about the verbal directive given to him by the
provincial, ¥r. Banmann, m our conference of Dec. 15, 2000, when Fr. Baumann told himn he
should not have his young assistanis present, as they fiequently have been, in his cormnunity
residence, He even said that he had , rather than one of these young men, drive him to
today’s eonference. ’ ’

1 told him to expect that the provincial would be isshing him new directives before the end of the
month, and that he might well find them burdensome, but that they were designed Lo be for his

own good, as well as to be protective of the pood of the province.

Rk gk ok
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01/05/01

Father Richard McGum -
cfo Clicago Province Jesuits
2050 North Clark Sireet
Chicago, Winofs 60614

Dear Father MeGum,

1L is now been over two months since we seat you information conocming improprigties
Father MoGuire exhibited with our son and . When we contacted vou by phone in
early November, you said that Father McGuire wis out of the country, but we could expeel fo .
hear from you by mid-December, We are disappointed that there has been no communicalion
) . from you 1o us of to. ' . tor have you approached .as o the
% veracity of his parent’s letter. :

{n December we communicated with Bishop I. Kevin Boland of the Diocese of Savanpah.
‘He has received all the information we send you. Bishop Boland's response is attached. Be
advised that we will keep him informed of the outcome of this inquiry.

When our son, , came homs over the Christmas holidays, be sefused to read
anything we had written. He let vs read aloud the letier that the ___wirote, He bas known
and his family alt his e, AR ¥

B e told that regasdiess of what we had written, the tnformation was
sufficient for him to ascertain Father MeGuire’s condition. Unfortunately the letier was
ot convincing . After hearing whal the had vritien,” refused 1o
acknowledge that Father MeGuire has a seriovs problem, We recommended thal - distance
WimselF from such a person. He stated that he would talk to Father MoeGuire aboul the issue,

rappears to us fo be very much vnder the influence of {his man, So much 50 that he
is not protecling himself from a dangerous situation, As stated in our 0727700 letier 10 you, we
still contend that Father McGuire has ususped our rolein’ i life and he has created 2
dependent refationship between our son and himself,  trust in us and many of his fifelong
friends has clearly eroded. :
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We have entrasted this matter fo you because it seemed to us that FatherMcGuire's
superiors were the correct channel of authority, We are aware that priests arc unjnstly accused of
wrong doing all the time and therefore you must protect your brother. But be assured that whal
we havp written you is trug, Father McGuire did say all those things to us in August. Father
McGuire did have _ read pomography from June 1998 until November 1498 as the

wiole in their letter. We do not belicve that Father MoGutre was just entighiening
or teaching hira to appreciate the humar body. i really is dependent on Father McGuire and
is alienated frotn his family throngh Father McGuire's influence.

we did not create this mess. The mess has probably been sround 2 long time. Father
McGuire’s problems will not just go away. We are not learmed or influential, But we do belicve
that Jesus Christ judges the hearts of men and will bring justice In Fis time.

Please sdvise us of the progress of this situation, Our family continues to suffer in our
velationship with .

As we ststed in October, we are s hopefil that the truth will become eviderd by God's
infirdle grace and mercy.
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February )3, 2001

To:  Michael Perko, S.3., Superior Cenisius chse'; oc Dick Bawmann, S.1., Provincial
From: Rick McGum, 8.3, Socius

Hi Michaz],

I met with Don MeGuire here in the office 1oday. I presemted bim with the directives the
" provincial is giving bim. 1 also gave him a referral to a psychiatrist. I informed him thet you
would receive coplies of both, by mail,

Afier 2 bit of defensivencss, be ook it quite well. ] think the directives are actually quite
reasonable end do not impose any bardship on him, bt they do pet at the yoot of the matter. §
found him, in the end, quite cooperative.

As you will sce, the directives, esp. #1-3, could admit of locpholes. It has proved impossible
write them in [anguaee that exactly describes the desired behavior. For instance, 1 bave svoided
using the name of” in the text, nor indecd have § actually s2id they

must be sent home. Since he is an employee (in Some sonse) of Mission Fides, T did not want
these directives 1o szpgest ibat we can dictate to the Mission Fides officers what to do with
“their” employes. Nevertheless, the directives are quile specific enough about the behavior that is
expected of Dop. So, elthouph swill, apparertly, remain working in the Mission
Fides office for the rest of this semesier, and then po batk to college, Don does not have sny
direct relationship with him any lonper.

Y am writing what 1 hope will be a fmal Jefter 10 both sets of complainant parents, those of
cand of” siating that, in 5o many words, “T have met with Don and arrived at

an arrangement 10 resolve the oatter” Since 1 will not reveal 1o them any of the directives, nor
admit that Don was 1 fault, it may be they will ry 1o drag this ot I']] just have 10 wail and see.
Similarly, since they voiced their complaint to their bishop (dfocese of Savennah GA), who
placed a temporary hall to pexmission for Dan to give scheduled retreats in s diocese, it will be
up 1o Dion to 1a¥k with his diocesan contact to Yet hiim know this matter 35 sesolved. Our province
office has had no communication from the bishop's 6ffice, fortunately, so Thope that Don can

. settle this orally—or, if necessary, a phone call from meto the bishop-—in erder Lo prevent 1he
need for written communication.

Don has 2lso signed 2 medical nﬂe:ésc, naming the provincial and myself as authorized to receive
information. This shovld allow for us lo contact his psychiatrist 1 kave 1old him it witi not be
necessary lo give you a copy of 1his. However, 'you should know thet that is the case.

So, nto the future...

In Xt,
Rick McG.
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DIRECTIVES

1 shall not travel with or spend a night within the snme room, whethet in a Jesuit residence,
private home, hotel or other domicile, with any msn or woman ander the ape of 30 yeurs. !
understand that any axce]:mons to this, e.p., ravel with relatives who sre under the age of 30,
must have my local superior®s prior and explicit approval.

2. Ishall not have or utifize an executive assistant during my travels or in the performanee of
sy duties or ministies, whether on behalf of Mission Fides or otherwise,

3. 1shall not have assistants in my Yesuit residence, except when explicitly permiited by my
local religions superior of the Jesuit community to which | am pennenently assigned.

4. 1shall provide a written accownt for the coming month, during the first week of cach month,
to my local religious superior of the Jesnit community to which I am permancatly assipned,
cqueerning any cumrent health problems 1 haye, and currest plans for my mmzsny and other
activities, including names and contact information in esch caser

5. 1shall place myse)f in the care of  psychiatrist designaied by the provincial of the Chicage
Province of the Society of Yesus. | shall authorize sueh psychintrist o report to and provide
rognlar wpdales o the provincial of the Chicago Province of the Society of Jeeus, and hig
execulive assistant,

6. | shal} immediately Forward to the provinaial’s executive assistant any conmunicstion,
whether oral, written, or e-maiied, which in any way expresses any coneeri 01 complaint ns
1o actions of myself with respect to any individoal, whether such concern ongmated with the
larily, of an individual with whom 1 have been involved, or anyone else.

Mg}&m@w‘@

Dona'{d] MeGuire, 5.

2l
Date

Sign in Duplicate
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To:

CONSENT AND AUTHORIZATION

I, Donald J. MeGuire, hereby consent to and suthorize the release of any end a¥f financial
information as well as ony apd all legal, judicial, civil and/ot eriminal information or reconds of
any sort with respect to miyself covering the last ten yeors, AN such information mey be made
evailable to the recipients herein designated, I further agree to release such individoal or entity
providing such information or reeonls from any and all lisbility in connection wilth same. ¥ fisther
anthorize such entity {o act vpon a copy of this consent and a copy of my signature to the same
extent as if it were separately and originally signed and defivered.

2[13)e 1 Bovselel %w@ufﬁ

Date Donald J. McGufzh

Indmduals suthorized {o receive ml'on'nallun‘

1. %Mﬂwé E‘%'

ﬁvzm/ A Jre
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July 12, 2000

Concerning:  Fr. Dorald 1 MeGuire, 5.3

Subjeel: 3 contem, from Mark Androws
D Thy, 28 Jun 200) 02:13:10 EDY
v

From: |

Totem

Dear Bau,

1 heard something oul here in Denver that 11hough! you shouid a1 leas! be aware of.. A Southem
Province novice, . . menticned in casus) conversation that his brother, who is an
architecture major a1 Notre Dame, had just cornpleted a year away from his studies, daring whieh
tirne he sccompanied Don MeGuire on his preaching mavels, 2s 2 sorl of persopel assistan.

When | was an auxiliery copsulior 1o Brad Schaefler, we once had a diseussion about aceusations
that had been lodged ageinst Don by the parents of'a boy {} think high school ope) who was
similary traveling with Don. My recollection is ihet it was nol genital acting-out per se, bin thet
Don's behavior was clearly perecived as emotionally inappropriate. 1 might add that during my
years at Loyola Academy ] heard sbout anctber instance in which Don had a “personal assistant™
whose relationship 1o Don was pesceived as homoeratically-iinged and inepproprsicly dependent
(he actually Yived in anoiber pan of the school building, and was oilimately evicied by Jim Bur).

To be Tair, the yorne man in {his case sounds a bit older than the one who mede the previous
meeusetions, end. pave no indication that he saw anything unloward or upsctiing sbow his
brother's months of service to Don (he's a-Tairly traditional son, a recenl graduate of ) an
University in . o

Suill, my recollection from some years ago is thet 1he consultors agrecd thal Don showld not be
allowed 1o continue these “acolyre” relationships. 1 myself was not in favor of allowing him 10 be
besed a1 Canisius House, 1believed then and 1 believe now that he is a serously unhealihy
person who needs 10 be closely supervised, lest he end up crossing another Line.

No need to respond to any of this. Having registered my concern, 1 am conlent to Jeave the
matter in your hands {(and 1 am ever so plzd not io bave your job in marments Jike thesel).

The summer prégram in Denver goes well.
My conliﬁiscd prayers,

Mark Andrews, S.J.

MeGuirt\WWndrpur Concem 1
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Date: Tuly 29, 2003
Concerning:  Rev. Donald J. McGuire, 8.1, ~ Recent Complaint from

MNoles by: Rev. Richard B, McGusn, 8.1, Bxevutive Asst to the Provincial, Chirago
Provinee, Society of Jesus

‘The following atcount Is 4 write-up from notes originally made on June 11,2002:

) received a phone enll on June 11, 2002, from who previoasly in 1893 mgislcrﬁd
a complaint agains! Fr, McGoire concerning his son, ) gove me his

iclephone number: -

“was calling 10 loday abont a retreat for a eroup of Tamilies that Fr. MeGuire was
curieptly giving in Walnut Creek, CA, where lives, +said il was his
understanding that Fr, McGuire would be spendine one day of this retreat with a specisl retreat
day for the minor children of these families. contended this was viglated the
apreement (hat the Chicapo Province had made with him (when the province settled the compYain!
conceming his son), that Fr. MeGulre would pot be atlowed o engage in ministy with minors-

also says e local diocese of Oakland requires refreal directors to have an cxpl‘c“
faculty Vo give retreats, and he does not think Fr. MeGuire has one for this retreat,

1o\’ + T'would look inle the matter.

When | spoke some days Jater wi{h Fr. McGuire abont ! concern, ke said that De
did not have such a day with the children of those families.

Aflter his ohone call to me on June |1, 2002, T have noL hiad any further communication with
aboul this particular concem.

MeGuire, Cainplaint June 11 2002
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To: Rick McGumn
From- Al Naucke u”'/

 Dated: Jnly 24, 2002

For what it mzy be worth, I pass along the following commrunication received this
afternoon. {I have a faint recollection that there was something similar to this previously,
involving the same mformant.)

Fr. C.M. Bucldey phoned to share some info sbout Fr. Donald McGuire. The report is
ronghly as follows:

Fiather Maguire gives refreats around the couniry. He used 1o rravel with a young
male companion. He used Ia take showers,with this companion. The companion’s
parents complained to the Chicago Prw\irrpe which serd Father way for trearment.
It now seems that Father M. is travelivig opain accompanied by a high schoel boy.
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Avgust 7, 2002

To: Robert Geisinger, 5.)., Procerator of the Society; co Frank Case, S.J., Assisl, ad_ Prov.
From: Rick MeGum, §1., Socius Chicago

Dear Bob,

'd ke to ask your assistance In regard to the plans of our provinéial, Fr. Richatd Baumamn, 51,
as to how to deal with Fr. Donald J. McGuire, 5.3 in light of the long list of complaints as to his
mappropriate behavior.

So, ¥ ask: -
L. Your recollections of your pwn role back in 1995, and whether the provincial's admenition ut
the time constituied a foral canonical waming lo Dong . ‘ -
2, Your opinion as lo whether a recent meeting of the provincial with Fr. McGuire constituted a
ﬂ;econd canonical waming; ' ‘ ’
3. Y our advice: concerning Fr. provincial's prospective plan for dealing definitively with Fr.
MeGsire, - ‘

You bave spme kﬁow]f:dge of, and involvement with, Don on previous octesions, which is why 1
ask you firsts bat) realize that much of this shonld probably also be seen by Fr. Case, and parhaps.
would need his reply zs well, 50 I'm copying this communication 1o bim. -

In what Foliows, 1 realize 1 am not giving you all the facts, which are voluminous and
complicated., . ’

1. L have a copy of a letizr from acling provincial Fran Daly, 87, to Don, dated Feb, 17, 1995

(see file attachmment). It was a follow-up letter In Fran's meeting with Don on Feb. 9, 1995, in the
wake of a fresh complaint about Don. The nature of the misbeh#tior was not clearly stated, but ..
this mother was very angry about Don's relationshipwith her Son, znd wanted him to Stay away. -
However, Fr. Daly also reminded Don that provincial Fr. Schaesfier had, in 1993, admonished

Don privately about breaking the geidelines in place since 1921 prohibiting Don from traveling
with any young companion as bis assistant. The letler summarized the history of Dor's dealings
with previous major superiors regarding specific incidents, and clarified the guidelines that were
expected of Fr. McGuire, apd which Fr. Daly, o that meeting, reiterated and made more

skingent., . .

The letter states that Fr. James P. Gschwend, S.J, was also present at that meeting. | bave 2 note -
to myself, probably from 2 phone conversation T had with you, that you wert also present—was it
at this meeting, of Fr. Daly with Don? .

However, nowhere in the letter of Feb. 17 does It specifically say that a canonical waming had f/
been given. That is, the phrase "canopical warning" is not used in the letter itself, nor does the
Jetler say that it was formally stated to Fr. MecGuire on-Eeb. 9 that Fr. Daly's admonition
constituted such a waming.

A question; A | nevertheless correct 0 presume that it was not necessary 1o pse the specific
phrase "canotical warning” either during the conference of Feb. 9, nor in the follovwe-up fetter of

Feb. 177

My request: If you were indeed present for that meeling, and can confirm that Fr. Daly, as acling
prwincial, gave Fr. McGuirea canonical wamning, | would request a stalement from you in

Chiczgo Province — McGuire - ’ - !
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" wiiting to that effect, uniess you do not think it necessary, or have some othef strong objection.

2. Fr. Baumann had a meeting with Fr. McGuire at the provinee office on becembcr, 15, 2000, at
which 1 and our province attorney, Mr. Timothy Toomey, were present and, at which tive Fr.
Baumann said he would be giving Don new goidelines. Since this involved Fr. Banmann

- confronting Fr. McGuire in front of two witnesses about 2 vecent complaints involving faflure to

conform to previous gnidelines—once agaio taking each of these young men with ki on his
travels—which were a falhire of his vow of obedience, does this fulfill the conditions for
constituting & second canonical waming? ’ '

" Asyou know, Don's history is extensive and complicated. He has been required to adhere to

provincial geidelines since |99 1. The main requirement has been thal he pot travel with anyone
under a cerlain ape, which was at first stated to be 18, then later raised o 21, The most recent
form of the guidelines says that he must not fravel with or spead 2 night in the same room with
anyone under 39. | met 2lone with Don on Feb. 13, 2001, to give him these new guidefines from

 Fr-Baumann.

The gozl has been o prevent him from cplisting young men as personal assistanis on his fravels
1o give Telreats, under the prise of fostering thedr pRestly vocalions. These young men have béen,
af various times, both minors and youpg advlts. His Inappropriaie behavior and paor judgment
have resulted in & complaints that have come to vs from parents of young men since 1991, They
allege various forms of sexually inappropriate actions with their sons, which, while not being

‘allegations of gepital contaet, have involved behavior such as having a yoong man sleep in the

same room with him, baving a young man assist him tn showering {at least to wash bis feet for

“him}, on one occasion buying vnderpants for a boy, talking incessanily about sex with them and,

in ot Jeast one case, showing him pomography. Another constant theme in these comphints is that
Don brings each young man urduly under his influence, and prevents him from keeping tn
contsct with his parents, sometimes {or weeks or months at a time.

EoHowing the provincial's Dec. 15, 2000, mesting with Fr. McGuire, | met with Don og Yanvary 3,
2001, 1o let bim relate to me in forther detail his own defense of the 2 recent complaints. '
Following that, I met with Don on Feb.13, 2001, and presentsd kim with the new gridelines the
provincial required of him. Don appended his stgnature to those gridelines (see file attachment),

Don has, as far as we know, observed most of those guidelines. He stopped traveling with a
young assistant“He stopped having bis young assistants constantly in his Jesuit residence (where
they had acted as viriual pérsonal valets for him). However, he has not fulfilled the requirement to
place hisnself in the care of a designated psychiatrist, and has not even made 2n initiel
appointment Moreover, | have a recent, second-hard report that he may again be kaveling with a
young male companion

One difficulty is that | have not kept Don well-monitored. Since giving him those guidelines, 1
have not spoken to him. The hope wes that his local superior would keep an eye on him and has
done so, at least 1o the extent of reponting that Don has ceased having these young men n the
tesidence. The provincial, of course, has had his regular manifestation with him.

Fr. Baumann's present concern about Don is h:‘ghlightf:d I?y all the recent medja ztiention aboul
priesily misconduct, and what will fikely be stricter criteria for letters of pood standing. Tt does
not seesn passible to atlow Don 1o conlinue in his SD!l[ElI"j’, I_Einesanr. retreat ministry, 25 (here is no
adequate way to supervise him regarding the current guidetines in place for him.

Chicago Provincs - Mcbuire 2
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Fr. Bsumann, at the urging of his consultors, intends to have 2 conference with Fr. MeGuire
sometime in the next several weeks. His plan s move on these two matlers:

1. He wants Don 1o have a2 permanent local community, and cease doing iinerapt retreat ministry-
This will ltkely involve having Don move ko the residence here at Clark St

2 He-wans Don to only do pnastly ministry for which he hus, in each instance, the explicit
permission of his local superior or myself and, this may wc]] be onty within the boundsries of the
. Archdiocese of Chicago. . '

A third pos:sibility that may eventually be necessary, but which the provincial does nol want to act: "

on now, and for which your advice would be most welcome would be for the provincial o
remove Don's priestly facolties. However, the provincial wanis 1o avoid having fo, communicate
with the Archdipcese, if possible. Moreover, we are waiting 10 see what procedures for dealing
with misconduct by religious priests may come ont of the speoming meeting of the Bishops
.commitice with the Congregation of Major Superiors of Men. And, if the provineial wert: to send
. Don 1o Colombiere, it seems very unlikely that he could obtain facslties. So, the provinciz! is
trying 1o prevent Don from, entirely losing his priestly ministry, thouph he is going to tell Don
he's prepared to teke this third step i necessary.,

A question: What suthority doct a provincial have in regerd to removing 2 man's priestly
faculties? 1 presmwne 1the way of doing this would involve informing the Archdiocese of Chicago
that he is withdmwing the letter of good standing for Don, but that wou]d lead to us having 10
report bim.

A fmal question: The provincizl intends to have me and our province attorpey present at his soon-
to-be-schedvled mesting with Don. Given the plan of steps F-2 noted above, and with onr
presence, and the fact that Pon has not fulfilled one of the current E&ldehnes does this fulfi}] the
criteriz fora (ﬂnrd} canonical wammg" ]

“The provincizl s considering 1]115 plan, a5 opposed 1o moving for Don's dismissal [rom the
Society, since: Don can be quite belligerent and wounld 1ikely want w hire canonical counse] to
represent himszlf. In other words, it seems better to give him a new assignment, than to institute a
process for dismissal. Moreover, while Dor's behavior through the years shows bis faflure to live
up 10 provincial puidelines, it's hard to see the Hine of wheve thers is outright disobedience, as
opposed fo the denial associated with his personslity disorder. Manifestly, however, he has been
confronted by 4 provincials, and responded with re:peated violations of those: guidelines,

I realfze that August isthe month when everyone in Rome heads for vacation, and | know you're
ahout 1o do the same. 5o, I know you may not be abiu to give me an immediate reply. At your
convenicnce, 1 ask for your advice, Thanks.

I Christ,
Rick MelGumn, 51,

Enclosed Attachmenis:

1.Feb. 17, 1995 Letter of Acting Provinciat Fr. Daly 10 Fr, McGuire

2. Dec. 15 2000 & Feb. 13, 2001 Report of the Conference of FT. Provineial Baumann with Fr,
McGuire, and Guidelines )

Chijcagd Piovinee — McGuire ) . .
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Chicago Frovince of the Sodety of Jesus

2050 Worth Clark Street « Chicage, lllnols 80444763 « (773) 9754363 « (773} 9750230 FAX

December 1, 2002

Rev, Donald I, McoGuire, 51,
Clark St. Josuit Community
2058 M, Clark St

Chicapo, 11 60614

Detr Dron,

When we mef in September, T satd that 1 would put into writing 7 statement of ihe concems T had, ns well
as spesilying a new ‘assignment for you. §must say T was raoved by how well you responded 1o my
concesns and o what Lasked of you. I kmow liow extremoly difftewdt this has Been Tor yon over the years.
And 1 know what a very fargze transition in your Tife is tinderway as 8 result of what [ have asked of you.

Since 1 don’t know an casy way into Teviewing these matters, let me simply begin by recnlling our
conversation here at the provines office on Thursday, September 5, when Fr. McGumn and the province
altormey, Mr. Tim Temney, were also in attendance, During thaf meeting, ¥ asked you to change your
vesidence by October 1, and move from Canisius House to the Clatk St community. 1 ang pleased that you
complied so readily, and I'm glad 1o see yo'ye moved in well next door, I alsn asked you fo discontinue,
by Oclober 15, your aposiolate of many years of tmveling widely, even internationelly, to pive retreats,

These two matters were, of course, refafed, My reagon for making thess changes has been, unfortunately,
due to the fact thay, over the years, there have been 2 number of complaints about improper behavior on
your part toward yonng raales, both minors and young adults. As you know, frequently the complains
had to do wilh your exercising undve inflvence on these young men, wlitch aroused the soncern of their
parents. There was often, 100, the suggestion of behavior on your part that soul, at worst, supgest sexua)
Impropricty and; ot best, very poor judgment,

We have, a5 yon know, a whole series of these complaints, which J and my predecessors, Fr. Wild, acting

provinelal Fr. Daly, and Fr. Schas{ier, have spoken about with you at. lenpth o each fon 1991 .
(age 17); 1993 - ' (nee 16Y 1094~ (high schoo}

freshman); 1994 — ¢ (age L&)y 2000 - (age 19-20%; 2000 —

(post-high school graduation]. .

The case that has centainfy provoked the most serious rosponse was from .
coneerring his son . & minor at the time. ‘retained counsal, and #’s clear that we were
extremely fortunate that the matter did nol eventuate in legal action against you and the province. By way
ol excrcising his responsibility both toward thjs family and toward you, Don, Fr. Schaeffer requested that
you have a psychologicel evaluation, which you underwent at S, Luke's Institute in Aprit, 1993, Upan
the recommendation of that evaluation repon, you witlingly participated in the yesidential kreatinent
program 2t St fohn Vianney psychiatric bospital io Downington, PA, beginning in June 1993,

EXHIBIT 64
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In l99l,ﬂ1c’prov.incinl, then Pr. Robert Wild, imposcd paidelines on you. In 4 lelter fo you of Feb. 27, ‘
192, Fr. Wild stipuleted: 2, That you must not ravel on any ovemight frip with inyone under 18; b, That
you must not be in contect with | . ‘valess onc of his parents is present. You subsequeaty

disobeyed those guidelines when you tock on an exicrded series of retreat trips, both in
and aniside the United States. ' :

In & Jetter to you of Feb. 17, 1995, acting provincial Fr. Francis Dalv reasserted the 1991 guidefines and
added further stipulativns: a2 No comtact with the family of :b. No travel with anyone
under 21; ¢. Avoid being slone behind closed doors with anyone under 21,

You disobeyed those guidelines npoin, 28 was evident from the complnims concerning your relationship
with and . who were, though not minors, both wrder 21 at the lime yon took
them on as your personal assistants during extended Wips for piviag retreats, both in and out of the United
States. As 2 consequence, 1 gave you written guidelines, on Feb.13,2001, 10 which you appended your
signature. They stated that you: 2, Shall not trével with or spend a night in the same rootn with anyors
under 30; b. Shall not travel with ar have an assistant: ¢, Shall ot Lizve assistants in your Jesyit residence,
without the superior’s permission; d. Shall provide your locsl superior a menthly account of your
aclivitios; e. Shall place yoursedf in psychintric care (with the elarification that this was a suggestion, not 2
sommant); £ Shall alert {he provinciel of any complaiot sbout yourself, '

} don’t ik it usefnl hese, Don, o secite the spesific delzils of the complainws about you in ropard 0
these young men, since Frs. Wild, Daly, Schaeffer and 1 have previously disenssed these with you, What
cannol be denied, or oveslooked, however, is your disobedience of guldelines prohibiting you from
traveling ith young people.

¥ zlso want to note that, Stemming dirr'zdly fiom these difficulties, your abi!il):r to give refreats with the -
appropriate facultics is now in jeopardy, as has unforunately become evident in thres separale matters:

1. 1wasunable toseply favorably 1o the letter of Most Rev. Daniel F, Walsh, the bishop of Las
Yegas, Nevada, dated Dec. 17, 1999, which asked for a letter of good standing so that-you could
give a retreal in his djocese, I could not acknowledge that your behavior with botl minors and

- young adult men has beon above reproach,

2. Most Rev. J. Kevin Boland, the bishop of Savannah, Georpia, informed the parents of
.in a letter to themiof Dec. 11, 2000, that you could not give their group a retreat that had
boen scheduled for Jannary, 2001, and that you could pot give Uiem a retreat in the future, unfil the
complaint regarding their son hiod been resolved. 1 do not have any direct comespondence from
the bishop of Savannah; 1 have only a copy of his lefter, sent to e by

3. Asrecently as Avgast of this year, Irecsived 2 letier, dated Avg, 7, 2002, from Ms. Mary Jo
Tully, Chancelior of the Axchdiotese of Portland, Oregon, requesting 2 letter of pood standing for
you, since you were scheduled lo give a retreat at SL Rila’s Retreat Center in Geld Hill, Oregon,
Again, Tcould nol sign this form, without having to acknowiedge thal your behavior with both
minors and young adult men has not been above reproach.

As pravinciat, I have 16 have care both for you, as a brother Jesuit, and also for the welfure of the public,
especially Wie young, Given the scriss of complaints about you over the years, Don, and most espetially
hecause of your failtrg to obey provincia) guidelines on more than one aocasion, I must foll you thal this
fetter coustitutes & canonical warning to you. Please refer to canen 697 for a description of sucha
warning.

During our conversation on September 5, 1 told you thet [ was withdrawing yon from your previous
assipgnment. And 1 told you thal your new assignment woutld Tikely be quite restricted. That was ot

2
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inlended to be punitive, but 1o find 2 way to preserve your abl]lty ta continve serving as'n priest. So, 1 said
ihig for three reasons: Firstly, becsuse the Hinetant pahure of your retroal ministry made it virtually
impessible for me as provinciel to monitor your aclivity Secondly, becauss itis sbsolutely necessary at
this poiat to minimize the possibility of either & future complaint, or the re-emergence of pn older
cornplaint, either of which could have disastrous legal consequepses for you and for the Society, Thirdly,
Twait do protect your ability to fimotion s & priesL. I do ot 'want you to be in a situation because of
which your priestli faculties conld be ealled into question, or revoked altogether.

Sinca you have eonclhuded your itinerant retrest sinistsy, you sre-also to ooncludeyour relationship with
Mission Fides, the c:orpcmnon thet hiat handled 1he financin] affairs of your retreat ministry, You are to
disconfinue alf iansactions and contact with Mission Fides as of the date for annual federst tax
statements, Apdil 15, 2003, For your persomal and epostolic needs, please confer witly Your jocal superior
28 5001 g5 possible to compose a budget or which you sre both agreed, so thatyour sole source of

petsonal money will be your local comminity, and whatever apostolic fands you need come from the -
provincs.

tow that your previons ministry is concladed, 1 give you a new essignmenti ] mission you 1o provide
sacramental minfsiry to communities of religious women (bt not to the publics which thay may serve),

. within the geopraphical boundarics of the Archdioeese of Chicapo, As 1 say this, [ask you to make your
services available for such ministy, cither by inifiating contact with soms rsligiuus communities in the

archdiocese, or by responding to their requests. More explicitly, 1do net give you permission to exercise
your priestly minisicy ouiside of these-eriteria, except for sacramental ministry to yout ﬁmuly members
(family celchrmtions, funerats, enointings, baplisms, and weddings), I want you to sk permission for sach
ministerinl comnibnent, including family events, from your local superior, before accepting it The
socius, as my deolegate for matters refating o sexsz] mtsconduct, wd[ continue to periodically review
things with you and your superior, as he {eels nc-c:cssary.

_The dircotives I gave you on Feb. I3, 2001, remain in effect {with the clerification that 1 sm not imposing

psychological treatment, merely suppesting if).

{ wanl it io be eyident, Doy, that 1 am giving you this mission, and stating these conditions, in virue of
your vow of obedience. Beomse of thel, and beeanse this letter constitutes & panonical waming, T also
need to say that, in the fillire, any failure on your part pould lead to consideration of your dismissal from |
the Socicty, even against your will Of cowrse, L and my socins, are open to hearing a.nythmg yon think
would be an approptiate represetation or defense of yourself, And ¥ note thal I have received your letter
to e of November 25, 2002, which Iwill certainly consider with care when Uread it

. 1 find all of this very difficult to have to say to you, Don. You have been a sought-afler giver of rotroats,

because of your abilities to present the Faith, ‘and to move hearts. So many people have benefited from
your mmmry Tt pring me to have fo bring thet to a conclusion, but 1 want Lo reterate that my reason for
doing so is for the sake of protecting your cepitation and your ability to continue serving the Church as a
priest, albeit in a sTnaller sphere of action.

Y hopt and pray that your deep relationship with the Lord will bring you consolatien o this trying time.

tn our Lord,

‘fsz '5[‘ .

Richard | Baumann, 5.1,

Provincial -

Ce:  Rev. Edward W. Schridt, .., Superior, Clask St. Jesuil Community
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Chicags Frovince of the Sodety of Jesus

2050 North Clark Street » Chicage, Miaols 08144788 « (773) 9754343 + (773) V750750 EAX

June 26,2003

Rev, Jepemiak Boland
Archbishop's Delegate

. Archdiocese of Chmpgo

P.O. Box 1979
Chicapo, Winois 60600-197%

fa

Dear Father Boland,

Thank you for your leter of May 19, 2003, regarding Rev, Donald §. McGuire, S.J, Wehad
notified you on Mey 13 of his chaige of address, and you requosted a current letter of good
standing for him.

i repret to say that Fr. Batmann is unable to provide such a lefter at this Gme. We pre reviewing
Fr, McGuires file, and have Informed him that we will be reguesting the nvolvement of our
reviev? board,

Please feel free to contack me if you have any questions, Thank you. =

Sincerety,

0{)& M/%M/

Rev, Richard 1, McGurm, 5., . . .
Executive Assistant 1o the Provinuial ’

Chicapo Provines, Society of Jesus

EXHIBIT 65
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ARCHDIOCESE,OF CHICAGO

Dfies of the Arciblshop

Tuly 2, 2003

Rey, Richard MeGurn e
. Ezecutive Assisiant to thé Provinoial
Chicsgo Provinee; Society of Jesus
2050 W, Clark Strest
Chicago, IL 60614-4788

" Dear Father McGumn, .

Pt Offoe Box 1979
Chicags, Minols S0GH- 197

Thank you for your letter of June 26, 2003 rogarding Father Donald I. McGuire,
8.J. Given the fact that you are unable to Issue & Jetier of good standing for Father
McGuire, 1 can not issue a letter of facolties until such a letter is provided. He should not

be presiding at the sacraments,

Please feel fiee to contact me if you have any questions.

Sinegrely,

Hishop's Delegate.

:nd Jeremish Boland

EXHIBIT 66
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Tesuits

Chlcago Province of the Soclety of Jesus

. Enclosure

2050 Moith Clak Smrest « Chicago, Nincls 80614-4788 « (773} 9756363 » (773) F75-0130 FAX

Iaky 3,2003

Rev, Geoge A. Lane, 57,
Superior

Woodlawn Jesnit Community
5554 5. Woodlawn Ave.
Chicago, I 60637-1682

Dear George,

Since you are now Don McGuire’s local snperior, Lam sending you a copy of the guidelines currently in
place for Don, given to bim by the provincial, ! also include the following fmportant and canfidential
comments:;

1. Fr. Baumson re-sssigned Don last December, withdrawing him from his redreat ministry, and assigning
him to offer himself for supply wark with copvents of religious woreen within the Aschdiocese of
Chicago. He was direcied not to exercise priestty ministry outsiile of thal stated assignment, except for
sacramental ministry to family members, And, Fr. Bavmann said that he should esk peomisison foreach
ministerial commitment, inchuding ary family events, from his Jocal supertor, before ageepting them, Fr,
Baumann also ncied that his delegate for matters relating to sexwal misconduct (currently myself} wili
periodicelly review things with Don and his local superior.

2.} also note, most regrettably, that we were informed today by the Archdiocese of Ghicago that Don’s,
priestly facullies are suspended 25 of now, meaning that he cannel celebrate the sacraments, My
wndersianding of the Jaw of the Society is that he can, however, say Mass in his Jesoit residence, but
without any non-Jesuits present. This situation wilt contimie until sueh time s Fr. Baomann may be ebia
to provide the Archdiocese & letler of good standing, requesting the re-josintement of Don's fauitlties.

P sure this will be a grievous blow to Don, end i is extremely unfortimate, F'm sure he will appreciale
your diseretion and cura personalis, The suspension of his faculties is confideatial, known only to Don
himself, nd to me and the provincial, snd now atso including you as his local superior.

1 notc that the written directives ! include wilh this letier remati in place for Don.

Thanks very much for your care for Don, and for the men of Woodlawn.

In Christ, y

Rev. Richard H, McGurn, .1, § EXHIBIT 67

Socius

Cc: Rev, Donald 1, McGuire, 5.5
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. Whal's poing lo happen to him?

and transfer te plainti w St ippmies? ‘

Quentions avil Answers reloted te McGuire case
Praft One for Review
Augast 21, 2003

Q. What happened?

A The news megia ave reporting thar a complaint has been filed in Cook County Cireu
Clourt alieging sexaml piisconduct in the fate 1960s by b Loyola Academy tencher, Rev]
Daniald MeGuire, Layola Academy's knowledpe of the complaint is limited 1o nows
reparts, snce the plointil's attorney has not yet contacied us and we have not el
reciived o topy of' the complaint,

—

Q. s Fother MeGuires sl alive?
A He is alive. He was resssigned from Loyola Academy in 1972,
i} Where ig he?

A, Fatber MeGuire Jelt Loyola Academy in 1970, He is under the care of the fesuit
travince of Chicapo. so yon wouhd need 1 spenk with them.

A, Father MeGhuire 15 wider the care of the Jesall Province of Chicage, 5o you would
need o speakt with them,

0. Wil he be placed on administrative leave?

A Father MoChuite is under the care of the Jexsvit Provinee of Chicagn, so yon will need
to speak with them.

2. What's the process forewiowing his status as a priest?
A, Father MoeGuire is under the core of the Yesuit Province of Chicayn, sa you will need
to speak with them. -

. Why ddid Lavels Academy ienore the Plaintitt's allegations apainst Father MeCiuire
Y Y !

AL AL this time. 1 have very Hittke knowledpe of the facts or allepations in the case.
Flonwisver, Jet me stie that the Loyolu Academy cammunity abhiors the very idea off
predatory sexunl behavior in any fonn ancl has worked hard 1o batld o culture and an
cnvironment where chittlren ure safe and protected.

.02
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“Loyola Acsdemy will evoperte and openly support efforts w serve justive, with

T (). QKL but have there been plleputinns?

compassion, both for the accuser mid the sccused. Nevertheless. the atleped miscondindt

happened nkmost 35 years ppo. 50 dcvclop!ny, an accerale aceoun! of whot did or did nt
happen may be dilficult.

Q. Could thix lappen trday af Loyoln Academy? .

. T'he leadership tean. facully, and stalT are committed (o muintaining the sle
mvummnen[ our chitdren sieed to Jearn and grow, At Loyola Academy loday. we have
eolire of open commumication between studems apd the facully and s@aflT There are
imubiple, confidentiat and secure opportunitics for students to express their concerns.

Sixteen full-time puidance covoselors meet repniarly with their students. Peer counselo]

offer teens a friendly car and ways to make thebr concems knewn.,  There are formm!
procedures in place Tor o studen! w offer a formal complahnt of faculty or staft

N o
—

=y

ul

miscanducl, sexual or otherwise.
The Secictly of Jesus b sensitive to the issue of sexual miszomduct, Comemporary Jesu
formuation thoroughly addmesses the issue of "boundaries” in dealing with youup prople.

and ongoing training t‘ur alt Jesuiis reinforees that formation,

You have my assvrance that Luvok Acadermny is a snfe. nurwr '“B placc lorr onr chi Iclrcn
and wie will do eve ryllnnp__, wa can 10 keep it ag such,

2. Hove you lnd any recent allepations of sexual misconduct by Frulty or statT at Lnyo
Avndemy?

A To my knowledpe there have been no Encidents of sexaal misconduct at Loyala
Academy i the seven-year presidency of Father Munz.

A. As Twld you. rothing of the sod has happened. We do not. as polivy. discuss
unsubstantiated allepations, Luyola Acadewy is o safe. nurupng place for vur childien
and we will do everything we can o keep it as such.
Q. 1s Loyota Academy nzmed in the suit?

ALY have nol seen the compldm.

0. Will Loyola Academy be named in the suit?

Al dont know,

). Have other Loynla Academy priests heen aceused of sexual misconduct vver the
yoenars?

n
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A. b ean only speak from my knowledpe or Father Munz's tenure.
Q. Da you shipk other forimer students of Futher MeGuire will come forward ?

A. 1 ean't byputhesize,

Q. In a letter Lo you, SNAP asked that you "publicly urge other victims of anywne who
hus mformation about sexual miseonduct at Loyala Academny to contael police,
proseeuors sdfor owr support group.” Wil vou do thm?

Ao Any afleped victing of sexunl abese are ITee 1o come forward and report such
incidents as they see (it There bos been o grest deal of coverope in the nows media
depleting alleped victims who have cotne {orward, Additional encouragement nppeasy
WIS 5Ty,

Q. SNAP bas uiso asked you Lo “write 10 eseryone who attended or worked atl Loyola
dering MeGuire's tenure there, reminding them thal {1 is their Cheistion and civie duty
report suspected erimes 1o the apprapriate civi] avthorities.” Will you do thay?

Ao AL this time, H would be prenniure to diseuss how we will participate in the fact-
gathering reparding this case. We have pol even seen the complaiat.

Q. WIR you answer SNA s letter?

A Yes.

(1
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From Paul & Mieller <prvelle@ithicego.edu> 2T L K| B Inboex
1114 Thursday, April B, 2004 12449 AM
Ter Jpgsj@hovmai.com
[o/ok eschafdi@|esults-chl.org
Subfect ¢ recent events al Woodiven

Dear Jim and Bd,

At Jim's rveguest, F bm writing up e sumpary of wmy recent dealings with a police
invastigator from Fontana, Wisensin. Rlse ot Jim's reguiest, I em scnding a2 copy ko Ed,

The officer rang the bell &t Woodlawn at zround 4:30 pm oh Tucsday April &. le
jidentified himself as a police oEficer and showed we his idencification. He smid that
he was here copcerning Fr. Dor MoGulre, ¥ sald that Don Was not home. The officer asked
1f we could chat. I gaid yes, and invited him in. -

I doti*t remember the offlcer's name; George béne hag hie cozd.”

The officer said that ha wished ko gpeak with Don HWeGuire, and that he plannmed to wait
upk$l whatever time Don got home., 1 teld him him that pon tepded to get home rather
Iate, anpd that 1 had no @ay to contact him. I also todd the officer that I was going
to cail Jim Gechwend to alert him to the cfficer’s presence and deskre to speak witl
Don.

I ealled Jim on his cell phone, teld him what wad golng on, snd passed the phone to the
officer, Jim chatted with the offfcer for a few minuces. Then I totk che phone book.
Jim colg me that I should pot feel any obligation to ghow hospitelity to the officer,
ond that otherwise I should “follow my bliss". ’

Aftex I hung up fxom my eonversatiom With 3im, I weturned to the officer. Mo wae
unfailingly polite, I earnestly exploined to me that he was investlgating acecusptions
coprerning Fx. McCuire eoncerning a ctiminzl matter which was wvnrelated to the civil
suit against him. #e sald thet, in light of sccusations that had been made agoinst fr.
MeGuire, he thought it only fair to heer Fr. McOulra's side of the Btory, end thatg he
wighed to wmeke every reagsopable effort to contact Fr. MeBuire., He said that he could
not discuss what the accusations were, He s2id that he had been fn contact with the
provipee, that he had met with Jun Gschvend, ard thet he had heen toid thet a meeting
would be srrenged for him with Fr. MeGulire, But that was some wmonths ago, end there
had been no follow-up. That wag why he was baking the initiative te come to Chicago o
vee ¥r, MoGuire in pergon., He srid that he wog riot Bere to arrest Fr, McGuire,

I told the oEficer that Pop would not be pome upkil late, but that ocur house superior
would be home eroon, and that perhaps that would be the personh to taik ro. The offiger
asked e for my name and birthdate; he sajd that was needed for bis reporv concerning
hig vigit. Z gove him my caxd. The officer asked what kind of house Wocdlawn was -«
was [t @ retirement community? I explained that it was a bouse for Jesuit priests;
studentr, paRtoral workers, and adminstrators,

About half am hour after I bung ip from the call with Jim Gschwend, George Lane arrived
home. I explained the situatien to George. He sat doun wicth the officer, and wuch of
tne previous comversation was repeatéd. George reliterated that Pon wonld pot be home
til late, and we let the officar know thet it wes vime Eox our evening mass and dinneg,
George told bim he could come back later in the evening, and offered to lat him wait in

htip:/foy16{d.bayl 6.hotmeit.msw.com/cpi-bin/getmsg?msp=MSG1082091672 56 &mle=&... &M 12006
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cuy E¢ont room when he returmed.

Ye went to mess mnd dipner. After dinmer I vemt to my rocm and retrieved a message that
bad just srrlved on my volcemail from bon McGuire, In his message, Don szid that he had
been contacted hy the Province lawyer, advised of the situstion, and instructed pot To
speak with the offlcer, Don algo aaid thot he would pot be coming home to Wooglawn that
night -- he would instesd ptay at his gipter*s house.

;
I passed that informatien along to George Lene, George called Don back mnd spoke with
nim. Then I had a spizibval directee, While I was in copference with my directee, !

could hear George chatting at sbome length on the Eront porch with the officer -- ot
around 8:1Spm,

That's as mech ap I know ebout what happened on April §. Dut yow nhould alro know
about gomething that happened fFive or pix days esrlisr, which mzy be reloted. FPauld
Mrriani answered the door to {ind two men who said they were Chicago policemen. They
sald that threatening letters to George Bush had been written [xom our address, nnd
they wanted to talk about it. faul sald that he was quite Eluscered and confused, And
found the whole thipg ptrange and intimidating. The two wen wanted to know who 1ived
hera, so Paul ghowed them the catalogwe page fox our commumnbty. It is hy suspicion
that the scene with the two police officere wag o set-up'nt some sort, designed to Ling
cut Who wns living here. It seems to me iike m bhit too much of m coincidence that the
officer from Wisconsin arxived just a few days after warimnl's experience.

Jim Gschuend asked me bo wrlte down my okn Teflections on thege events and on Bon.- Here
they Bre:

(i} In theory, 1 have no problem living wlth Don MoGuire In hip current sitwation. I
am bappy and willing to stand by my brother in his ARfficulty... BN long as the Lruth
is being served.

{2) In light of the fact that Dop hos repeatedly assured us that all charges against
him are Ealze, I Find it puzzling that he is not willing or sbhle Lo mppak with whab
BppEesTs to be n legitimave Jnveotlgating officer v~ not even with b, lawyer present, &nd
not even te Say "no ¢omment®.

{31 I have the uncomiertable Eeeling that, Dy c¢alling Jim Gschwend ko alert him the
presence of the officey, I indirectly ebetted Don in evelding contact with a legitimete
police imvestigation; P Eeel as though 1 helped an accused priest hide £rom the law,
¥n light of how mmch bad press the Church has gotten, I want no patt inm helpipg to hide
someone from the lavw. [ think that In the current situation the truth is our friend. I
would Find it gifficult, in conscicnce, to "cover® for Don LE he is somehow hiding Crom
the law.

{4} Wow that "the cat is out of the bag” as to where Dom is living, I think ir would be
good For the Frovince Lo provide us at Mobdlawn With some specific gvidelines s to how
we should dem)l with forseeable possible future pituations: visits by law enforcement .
oEficinls, By protesters, or by the press... at times when Jim Gschwend con or capnot
be reached by phohe... and at times when Den is ak home or-is bot 2t home.

{5) § have n> problem referring inguiries to tha province office or to Jim Gechwend.
put I am uncomfortable, at the level of conpcience, with being or with with seeming ro
he a shield between: Dom and inguiries from legitimake law enforcement officimls. -

t8) I am concerncd that George Lane and I both said (btruthfully) to the ¢Liicer who
yvigbited us on Tuesdsy that Don is out for most of the day every day, and that we dontp
nowW where he 1s or hod te reach him when he fa ocut. 5t skrikes me that, in Lhe spirit
of the Dallas charter, there 1s the expecbation that there will be some sort of
appropriste supervisicn for priests who are euspended frxom minietry. The visiting
officer might have concluded that the Jesuits are not sopervising Don. Xt seems to mo
that prudence would dictate zetting wp at least rhe appearance of appropriate
supervision of Don.

{7} With sowe frequency, Dopn leaves the house in clerical attlire. It ig my
wnderstanding that suspended priests are not supposed to pppesr In clerics, It seems to
me that prudence would dictdte that Don shoulad not wear clericek cutside the house.

{0} At the level of commwhity life, I find it stxange living with Don. He is very
seldom with us for dlnner; he iz never with us for mase. T[ I were in Don's wmituation,
1 would be leanipa on my community Eoxr prayer and supporr. I aw purzled and
dizappointed that Don is g0 seldom bere, and thet preotby much my only contact with him
is in the mornings when he asks me to help him tie his shoes apd put on hie leg brace,

hnp;lfbylﬁrd.bayi6.1101mai[.msn_comfcg_i-binfgermsg?msg—‘-MSGl082091 672.56&mis=&... 8/21/2004 01521

Pags2of 3

e

e

adds



R TP,

MSHN Hotmail - Messape Page 3 of 3

Those are Ehe observakions which ocouwr to me, Happy to talk more, as needed.
In the Leord,

Paul

Padl Mueller, 8,.3.
a55¢ 8. Woedlawn hve,
Chicago, IL 60637
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'STATE OF ILLINOIS ) 1 . INDEX
) S5 : . WITNESS EXAMINATION
COUNTY OF C 0 0 K 2  FATHER EDWARD SCHMIDT '
o IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS BY MR, PEARLMAN 4
o ‘ COUNTY DEPARTHENT - LAW DIVISION 3
JOHN DOE #1186, ] 4
Plaintiff, ) 5
VS, } No. 07 L 8781 &
THE CHICAGD PROVINCE OF THE ) 7
SOCTETY OF }Jesus, ) 8
Defendant.
The discovery deposition of FATHER EDWARD 9 EXHIBITS
SCHMIDT, taken fn thg ;;o:gueztit‘led cause, before NUMBER MARKED FOR ID
Elizabeth L. Vela, & notary public of Cook County, 10 Exhiblt
I14nois, on the 28th day of July, 2008 at the time 81 7
of 9:36 a.m. at 70 West Madison Strest, Chicago, 11 52 & 83 77
IMinois, pursuant to Notice. 54 a6
12 85 103
S6 116
13 a7 118
{Proceedings concliuded at 2:21 p.m.) S8 122
14 89 133
Reported by: Elizabeth L. Vela, CSR 810 141
License No.: 084-003650 15 811 168
512 172 -
1% 513 174 j
: s14 184 '
17 S16 185 r
818 186 i
18 8517 194 :
s18 213
19 s1a 217
20 X
21 5
: |
23 :
. 24 I
1 30
L. &
A I APPEARANCES: 1 (Witness sworn.) Z
2 KERNS, FROST & PEARLMAN, LLC, by 2 FATHER EDWARD SCHMIDT, o
3 MR. MARC PEARLMAN and 3 called as a witness herein, having been first duly j
4 MR. MICHAEL BROOKS, 4 sworn, was examined and testified as follows: 3
5 70 West Madison Street, Suite 5350 5 EXAMINATION ]
6 Chicago, IL 60602 6 BY MR, PEARLMAN: ‘ o
7 (312) 261-4550 7 Q. Good maorning, Father Schmidt, ;
8 Representing the Plaintiff, 8 A. Good morning. i
8 8 Q. My name is Marc Pearlman. I'm an attorney ;
10 QUERREY & HARROW, LTD., by 10  for the plainfiffs in this case. There are several i
11 MR. ROBERT HUEBSCH, 11 plainfiffs. | think you know that. _ i
12 175 West Jackson Boulavard, Suite 1600 12 Can you just state and spell your name for i
13 Chicago, IL 60604 13  the record?
14 {312) 540-7534 14 A My name is Edward Schmid{, S-c-h-m-j-d-, §
185 -and- ‘ 15 Q. And sir, your current position is? |
16 LAW OFFICES OF McCARTHY & TOOMEY, by 116 A. Is Provincial or Provincial Superior of !
17 MR. TIMOTHY TOOMEY, 17  the Chicagoe Province of the Society of Jesus., j
18 4433 West Touhy, Suite 262 18 Q. And does that make you the - for lack of «
19 Lincolnwood, IL 60712 18  a better term the head person within the Chicago J
20 (847) 875-0080 20  Province?
21 Representing the Defendant. 21 A. Yes.
22 22 Q. And Father Schmidt, have you been deposed
L 23 23 before?
T 24 A. Once.
: . 4 |k

1 (Pages 1 to 4)
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1 A. ldon't know. 1 marked as Exhibit 9. ;
2. Q. 5o how do you know that you provided them 2 I'm showing you what's been marked as z
3 with what they asked for? 3 Exhibit 9. If's a letter from you to H
4 A. Because | trust my atiorney. 4  Father McGuire dated February 25th, 2004. Have you ‘
5 Q. As you sit here today, do you have any 5  seen this document before? *
6 idea what the Jesuits shared with the authorities 6 A. Yes. ﬁ
7 in Wisconsin®? 7 Q. And you authored this document? b
8 A, No. 8. A. Yes. 2
g Q. It could be that they didn't provide any 9 Q. Okay. And why were you sending McGuire
10  information regarding the 12 or so names we just 10 this letter?
11 discussed, correct? 11 A. )don't recall the specific motivation for i
12 MR. HUEBSCH: Objection. It calls for 12 it
13  speculation. Anything is possible. But if you can 13 Q. |t siates that I'm writing to remind you
14  answerit, go ahead. 14 of the letter that Father Richard Baumann sent to
15 THE WITNESS; | don't know what they asked for, 16  you on September 23rd, 2003.
16 | trust that we provided them with what they asked 16 Point 1 on that letter states that you are
17 for, ‘ 17  to be in daily contact with Father Gschwend, my
18 BY MR. PEARLMAN: 18  Province Delegate, as to such matters at times fo
19 Q. Okay. Have you ever spoken to Phil Koss, 19  be established by Father Gschwend. If you are
20  the district attorney in Wisconsin? 20 unable to keep such schedule, then please let
21 A, ldon'trecall. |don recall speaking 21 Father Gschwend know of a substitute time.
22 with him, 22 Is it your recollection that McGuire
23 (Whersupon, Exhibit $9 was 23 wasn't following the direcfive to be in daily ¢
24 marked for identification.) 24 contact with Father Gschwend? l%
133 135 |;
1 BY MR. PEARLMAN: 1 A, Yes.
2 Q. If Mr. Koss asked the Jesuits for 2 Q. Okay. And other than writing him this
3 informalion that wasn't voluntarily provided, would 3 letter felling him he needed to do that, did youdo |
4 that meet your expectation? 4  anything else? '[
5 MR, HUEBSCH: Objection. There can be legal 5 A. | don' recall,
6 reasons why documentation wasn't provided. There's 6 Q. Okay. in this time frame, February 2004, [}
7 no foundation that he woutd know those legal 7 what were the Jesuits doing to monitor
8 reasons. 8 Father McGuire? g
9  BYMR. PEARLMAN: 9 A Beyond leaving that to the local superior, [%
10 Q. Letme back up. Your expectation was 10 - Father George Lane, | don't know, i
11 thal — your expectation as Provincial was that the 11 Q. Well, what was your expectation of what é
12 Jesuits provided the authorities in Wisconsin what 12 Father Lane was supposed to do as - you're the f
13 they asked for? 13 Provincial.
14 Al Yes. 14 What was your expectation of what
15 Q. That was your expectation? 15  Father Lane was supposed to do? |
18 A, Yes, 16 A. 1don't recall, E
17 Q. And if the Jesuits didn't do that - 17 Q. As of 2004, | think we've established that ~ |!
18 A. Provided it was legal. 18  you had had a chance at this point in time to
19 Q. And if the Jesuits didn't do that, that 19 review the file to know the various names we've |
20  would be agdinst your expectations? 20 talked about. =
21 A. It would be against my expectations. 21 A. Uh-huh, i
22 Q. Would that concern you? 22 Q. Did you provide Father Lane with the :
23 A, Yes. 23 information — all of the information regarding
24 Q. Okay. I'm going to show you what we've 24  MocGuire that you knew? é
134 136 |3
B T e PR TP T e ey T T TP TR e o e T e B o e ST T T e o e e e L e St e
34 (Pages 133 to 136)

MeCorkle Court Reporters, Inc.

Chicago, I1linois

(312) 263-0052



=mpTTCrE—

W Tt T T SR

STV Lo

TR BB S

1 A. Everything, no. 1 A. He was — well, we told him to make the
2. Q. Do you - what did you tell him? 2 weekKly visit to the office, to call Father Gschwend
3 A, What the restrictions were, 3 everyday.
4 Q. You didn't tell him why he had 4 Q. 5ol believe this was referenced in one of
5 restrictions? 5  the'earlier notes.
6 A. No. We wouid not have given him victims' 6 He was left to self-monitor himself,
7 names, ’ 7 correct? To obey the directives, correct?
3 Q. Would you telt him that there might have 8 A. Father Lane would have been aware of the
9 been a dozen or g0 - a dozen or more victims? 9  restrictions on him also by then.
10 A. We — he - | don't know that there were a 10 Q. But not of the details of why?
11 dozen or more victims, 11 A, Yes.
12 MR, TOOMEY: Yeah, 12 Q. He would not be aware of those, correct?
13 BY MR, PEARLMAN: 13 A. Right.
14 Q. We went through -- 14 Q. Correct? Yes?
15 MR. BROOKS: We can read it back. 15 A, Yes.
16 BY MR. PEARLMAN; 16 Q. Okay. And since the Jesuits only tell
17 . Q. ~a bunch of names, right? 17  people on a need-to-know basis, the others in the
18 A. Yeah. 18  community wouldn't know that he was on restriction
19 Q. Did you give hitm an idea of the numberof {19  or why, correct?
20  victims? 20 MR. HUEBSCH: You mean community in which
21 A. | have no recollection. 21 McGuire resided? '
22 Q. As Provincial, would it change what you 22 BY MR. PEARLMAN:
23 felt your responsibility -~ what your 23 Q. Within the Jesults, other than the list of
24 responsibillty was whether there was 1 victim or 24  people that you previously identified as needing to
137 | 139
1 B0 victims? 1 know, no one else would know, correct?
2 A. 1 victim is horrible. 2 A. They wouldn't know what the restrictions
3 Q. OCkay. So it wouldn't change anything? 3  were,
4 A, ldon't know. 4 The fact that he had -- you know, that
5 Q. By 2004 -- February of 2004, were you as 5 lhese accusations have come in and that we were
6 Provincial concerned that McGuire might be a sexual 6 taking them seriously, they would certainly know
7 predator? 7 that and that he would be under -- that would lead
8 A. ldon't know that | would have used that 8 o restrictions, of course.
8 category. | was — 1 would have been concemed 9 Q. You're saying they would know generally
10  about his activities, yes, 10  that the Jesuits take these kind of allegations
11 Q. You say you wouldn't pick that word, Lst 11 seriously and that the Jesuits were taking care of
12 me -- by February of 2004, were you concerned that 12 it?
13 McGuire was a risk to young people? 13 A. Uh-huh, Yes,
14 A. | certainly knew he had been a risk. 14 Q. Without knowing about McGuire or any
15 Q. What do you mean by that? 156 - specifics about his sltuation?
16 A. Because there was the record of his abuse. 16 A, Without knowing specifics, yes,
17 Q. Okay. And did you have a concern that he 17 Q. In order to properly monitor McGuire and
18  might be a risk to other young people from that day 18 make sure he wasn't a danger to young people, did
19  forward? , 19 it occur to you that maybe more people needed to
20 A. We had him on these restrictions for that 20  know about his resfrictions and his issues with
21  reason, 21 young people?
22 Q. Okay. And the restrictions ~ again, my 22 A. | don't know what occurred to me. .
23 question i, other than tefling him net to do these 23 (Whereupon, Exhibit S10 was
24 things, what else did you do? 24 marked for identification.)
138 140
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1 asking you whether as the Provincial for the 1 MR. HUEBSCH: Mechanically, what was he doing?
2 Province whether you felt that. 2 THE WITNESS: Mechanically, what steps he was
3 A. | don't know. 3 taking? ! don't recall.
4 Q. You understood that Father Muller was 4 BY MR. PEARLMAN:
5 concerned that he wasn't cooperating with the 5 Q. You didn't give him any direction in that
& police, correct? ' -6 regard?
7 A. Who's he? 7 A. |don't recall.
] Q. Himself, Isn't that what he's expressing 8 Q. Were you expecting that he wouid be
8  here, | feel like I'm helping hide Don from the 8 calling witnesses or anybody that might have
10 law? 10 information to find cut what they knew?
11 A. He has an uncomforiable feeling that he 1M A. twas expecting that we would -~ that
12  indirectly abetted Don in avoiding contact with a 12 Father Gschwend would get to the bottom of what was
13  legitimate police investigation. That's what he 13 going on, yes.
14  says. 14 Q. As Provincial, were you expecting that
15 Q. |feel as though | helped an accused 15 lawyers like myself or law enforcement would get to
16  priest hide from the law. That's what he says, 16  the bottom of those allegations or were you
17 right? 17 expecting to find out for yourself?
18 A. Yes. 18 A. |belleve at this point is the first that
19 Q. But you didn't feel that way? You didn't 19 law enforcement came into it. So that was not in
20 feel like you were helping -- 20  our awareness.
21 A. | don't know, 21 Q. No. 6 says I'm concerned that George Lane
22 Q. You didn't feel like you were helping an 22 and | both said truthfully to the officer who
23  accused priest hide from the law? 23 visited us on Tuesday that Don is out for most of
24 A. ldon't recalf what 1 felt. 24  the day every day and that we -- and that we don*
- 157 159 [§
1 Q. Okay. You say you made no judgment 1 know where he is or how to reach him when he is
2 regarding his guilt or innocence at this point in 2 out. Do you see that?
3 fime, 3 A. | do,
4 As the Provincial, what have you done to 4 Q. And George Lane is the Superior, right?
& investigate the allegations so that you can make a 5 A. Yes,
6  determination of his guilt or innocence? 6 Q. This was not your expectation that
7 A. The allegations that were contained in the 7  George Lane would not know where he was or how to
8 complaints by C and B, is that what you're asking 8 reach him, correct?
9  about? 9 A. That he would - | was expecting that
10 Q. Any of the allegations. You were aware of 10  there would be a level of monitoring whete he was,
11 lots of allegations by that titne, correct? i 11 yes.
12 A, Okay. 12 Q. And in fact, there wasn't as ouflined in
13 Q. Okay. What had you done to satisfy 13 this memao?
14  yourself regarding Don McGuire's gullt or 14 A, As Paul Muller says.
15  Innocence? 15 Q. And what did you do about that?
18 A. |had Father Gschwend investigating it. 16 A. |don't recall,
17 Q. What was your understanding of what he was 17 Q. Well, do you recall whether you did
18  doing? 18  anything?
19 A. Thal he was trving to get to the truth. 19 A, ldon' recall.
20 Q. What was your understanding of what he was 20 Q. Okay. It strikes me that in the spirit of
21 doing? 21 the Dallas Charter, there is the expectation thare
22 MR. HUEBSCH: Do you understand his question? [j22  would be some sorf of appropriate supervision for
23 Ithink he's -~ . 23  priests who are suspended from ministry.
24 THE WITNESS: You mean -- 24 The vislting officer might have concluded
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1 that the Jesuits are not supervising Don. Do you 1 with this memo? L
2 see that? 2 MR. HUEBSCH: It's been answered — asked and |
3 A. |do, 3 . answered several times. Answer it again. i
4 Q. Did you share that concern? 4 THE WITNESS: | don't recall specifically how | i
5 A. 1don' recall. 5 reactedtothis. i
6 Q. Okay. He's raising fairly significant, 6 BY MR. PEARLMAN:
7 serious things - 7 Q. No. 7. With some frequency, Don leaves Ff
8 A. Yes. B  the house in clerical attire. Do you see that? i
9 Q. -- Father Muller, isn't he? 9 A, ldo.
10 A. Yes. 10 Q. That's a violation of the charter,
11 Q. Worth consideration, you would agree? 11 correct? %
12 A. Yes. 12 A. Idon't know -- 1
13 Q. And he doesn't have very much information, 13 Q. 1believe sarlier, you tesfified -- :
14 doeshe? 14 A. - at this point. f
15 A. No. - 15 Q. | believe earfier in the deposltion, you ;
16 Q. But you would agree that he's asking all 16  tesfified that your understanding of the charter
17  the right questions, isn't he? 17  was that you're not supposed to be dressed publicly
18 MR, BUEBSCH: In retrospect, at this point, or 18  as a priest, correct?
18 then? Don't answer it until we get some time 19 A. I'm not sure when that cams into effect,
20 frame. 20 though. l‘t
21 MR. FEARLMAN: Okay., 21 Q. Okay. S0 you don't know whether that was
22 MR. HUEBSCH: What's - 22 true or not? i
23  BY MR, PEARLMAN: 23 A. No.
24 Q. Then. He was asking legitimate, good 24 Q. Did you lock into it? i
161 183 |
1 questions, wasn't he? 1 A, ldon'trecall,
2 A. Yes. 2 Q. Did you ever look into It?
3 Q. Did you ask yourself the same questions 3 A, Yes.
4  when you were reading this and saying ~ and think 4 Q. When -- did you ever tell Don McGuire :
5 that maybe you should address them? 5 don'tdress as a priest? "
6 A. 1don'trecall. 6 A. |believe so,
7 Q. Okay. The visiting officer might have 7 Q. When?
8 concluded the Jesuits are not supervising Don. B A, | don'trecall,
9 It seems 1o me that prudence wouid dictate g Q. Why did you tell him that?
10  setting up at least the appearance of appropriate 10 A. To bring us Into conformity with what was
11 supervision of Don. Do you see that? 11 expected. i
12 A. ldo. 12 Q. By whom? ;
13 Q. Again, let me just ask a genera) question. 13 A. The Dallas Charter. |
14 Was this memo alarming to you? 14 Q. Which went into effect in 2002, correct? i
15 A. | don't recall my reaction to It. 15 A. | don't know. '
16 Q. I'm trying to get a feel, Father, that we 16 Q. Okay. Itis my understanding -- well, you
17  agree that this is very, very significant - 17 . were aware that there was a Dallas Charter?
18 A. Yes, 18 A, Yes,
19 Q. - information? 19 Q. And you see it's being referenced in this |}
20 A, Yes, 20 e-mail?
21 Q. Okay. And 1 understand that you don't 21 A. Yes,
22 necessarlly recall your reaction in any specific 22 Q. So by 2004, you were aware the Dallas
23  sense, but in a general sense, you don't recall 23  Charter was in effect?
24 whether you took any action at all in connection 24 A, | can't tell you today when it came infp :
162 164 |;
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1 effect, when it received the approval from Rome. 1 A. |balieve he was there for at least part
2. Q. Okay. If we assume that the Dallas 2 ofit '
3  Charter went into effect in 2002, you would agree 3 Q. Was Father Gschwend as your delagate on
4 with me that McGuire wearing clerical attire was a 4 sex abuse aware of the fact that Father McGuire was
5 violation in 20047 5 notsupposed to be wearing clerlcal garb? s
5] A. [fitwas in effect in 2002, ves, ] A. You asked me to speculate and | would %
7 Q. Atany time prior — well, at some point, 7  speculate yes. h i
8 did you make yourself aware of whether the Dallas 8 Q. Okay. Well, did you ever tell him, hey, g
o Charter required that priests with aliegations of 9 the Dallas Charter, he can't wear cierical garb? i
10  sex abuse would not wear clerical garb? 10 A, Father Gschwend would have been more aware \;
11 A. Did | ever make myself aware of that? 11 ofthose things than | would so -- :
12 Q. Well, did you ever go look -- 1 think you 12 Q. Okay. Have you ever discussed with
13 said you don't -- 13  Father Gschwend why McGuire was allowed to wear :
14 A. Yes, yes, yes. 14 clerical garb af his trial in Wisconsin?
15 Q. And you concluded that they weren't 15 A, Why he was allowed to as opposed to -- ‘
16 supposed to be wearing clerical garh? 16 Q. Do you know whether Father Gschwend ever
17 A. Yes. 17  said to MoGuire don't wear your clerical garb in
18 Q. Okay. You just don't know when you did 18  Wisconsin? b
19 that? 19 A. [don't know.
20 A. Right. 20 MR HUEBSCH: Are you through with that exhibit %
21 Q. 8o in 2008, Father McGuire appeared in 21 for the momeni? ~
22 courtin Wisconsin in trial in clerical garb, 22 MR. PEARLMAN: Yeah, b
23 correct? : 23 MR. HUEBSCH: Okay. | want to take a break, H
24 MR. HUEBSCH: Objection. 1think there's been § 24 MR. PEARLMAN: Falr enough. |
165 167 |:
1 no foundation that he was there. 1 (A lunch break was taken from ul
2 BY MR. PEARLMAN; 2 12:44 pm. to 1:15 p.m.) %
3 Q. Are you aware of that? As you sit here 3 (Whereupon, Exhibit 811 was 3
4  today, are you aware that he showed up in court 4 marked for identification.) 3;
5 with clerical garb? 5 BY MR. PEARLMAN: |
8 A. | believe I've seen a photo of him, yes. 6 Q. Father, I'm going to show you what we've
7 Q. Okay. And as you sit here today, you know 7  marked as Deposition Exhibit 11.
8 that that was a violation of the Dallas Charter? 8 This is a letter from May of 2004 to you :
o A. Yes, : . 9 from Father Gschwend. Have you seen this document |
10 Q. And as the Provincial, did you ever {ell 10  befors?
11 him not to wear his clerical garb in court? 1 A. Yes, ﬁ
12 A. Incourt? 12 Q. Okay. It reads Dear Ed, it concerns me
13 Q. in Wisconsin. 13 that once again by his own dedisive behavior and :
14 A. | don't think | was ever that specific. 14  against the explicit direction of the Provincial,
15 Q. Did you ever tell him fo not wear his 15  Father McGuire avoids accountability and
16 clerical garb in public? 16  supervision, ;
17 A. |belleve so. 17 He neither checks in with the delegate as %
18 Q. Prior to his trial in Wisconsin? 18  instructed, nor does he supply his local superlor i
19 A. | don't think so. 19 with the schedule of his destinations and I
20 Q. You don't think s0? Why not? 20  activities. Do you see that?
21 A, He knew the rules. He was supposed to 21 A, ldo. _ B
22 follow them. 22 Q. Okay. Do you recall discussing this with 2
23 Q. Are you aware of whether Father Gschwend 23 Father Gschwend? i
24  was at his criminal proceedings in Wisconsin? 24 A, No. 3
166 168 |
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1 ss: 1 INDEX
COUNTY OFCOODK ) 2  WITNESS . EXAMINATION
BN THE CIRCULT COURT O COOK SOUTY, JLLHOIS | 3 FATHER EDWARD SCHMIDT |
JOHN DOE #118, : ) 4 BY MR. PEARLMAN 230
Plaintiff, ) )
vE, ) No. 07 L 8781 5
THE CHICAGO PROVINCE OF THE ) o 8
SOCIETY OF JESUS, )
pefendant . . 7
The continued discovery deposition of 8
FATHER EDWARD SCHMIDT, taken in the above-entitled
cause, before Elizabeth L. Vels, a notary pubiic of o
Coos colTal I B T T et Lo EXHIBITS
Street, Chicago, IT1Tinois, pursuant to Notice. 11 NUMBER MARKED FOR 1D
' 12 Exhibit
{Proceedings concluded at 12:14 p.m.) 13 S20 240
Reported by: Elizaheth L. Vela, CSR 14 S21 247
L?Eense Nos.r; 084?003650 I ‘ 15 S22 249
16 523 268
17 524 276
18 825 288
19 826 294
20 S27 299
21 528 307
22 8529 318
23 830 319
24 831 328
227 ' 229 |

1 APPEARANCES: 1 {(Witness sworn.}

2 KERNS, FROST & PEARLMAN, LLC, by 2 FATHER EDWARD SCHMIDT,

3 MR, MARC PEARLMAN and 3 called as a witness herein, having been first duly

4 MR. MICHAEL BROOKS, 4  sworn, was examined and testlfied as follows:

5 70 West Madison Streat, Suite 5350 5 EXAMINATION

6 Chicago, IL 80602 ' 6 BY MR. PEARLMAN:

7 (312) 261-4550 7 Q. Good morning, Father Schmidt.

8 Representing the Plaintiff, 8 A. Good morning.

9 . . 9 Q. You realize this is a continuation of your
10 QUERREY & HARROW, LTD., by 10  deposition that we tock a few weeks back, correct?
11 MR. ROBERT HUEBSCH, 11 A. Yes, ldo.

12 175 West Jackson Boulevard, Suite 1600 12 Q. And have you had a chance to review the
13 Chicago, IL 60604 13  transcript of your first day of testimony?

14 (312) 540-7534 14 . A. No, | haven't,

15 -and- 15 Q. Okay. | believe when we left off, we were
1 LAW OFFICES OF McCARTHY & TOOMEY, by #1686  just talking about the criminal trial In Wisconsin.
17 MR, TIMOTHY TOOMEY, 17 A. Okay.

18 4433 West Touhy, Suite 262 18 Q. And what information was shared with the
19 Lincolnwood, IL 60712 19 district attorney, Phillp Koss there.

20 {847) 675-0060 20 You're aware that there's also ancther

21 Representing the Defendant. 21 criminal proceeding involving McGuire in the

22 22  Federal Gourt in llfinois, are you not?

23 23 A. Right. Yes. _
24 24 Q. Okay. And are you aware of the documents
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1 | believe Father George Lane was there for 1 dressed as a priest? Do you recall that?
2. some of it, but | didn't send him with the purpose 2 A. Not specifically, no,
3 of monitoring. 3 Q. This was Exhibit 17 we had showed you last
4 Q. So you didn't instruct anybody -- you 4 fime, Father, If you would go to Page 1872. This
5 didn't tell anybody | want you to go to this trial, 5 s a letter from . in July of 2 ~ July 25th,
8 watch what's going on, and tell me, because | need 6 2005,
7 to know that as the Provincial of the Chicago 7 Do you see in the — about three-guarters
8 Province? 8  of the way down, It says he is aliowed to wear a
9 A, No, I didn't. 9  collar, question mark? He is facing criminal
10 Q. Did you think about doing that? 10 charges in Wisconsin and is appearing in court
11 A. ldon'trecall. 11 wearing his collar. Do you see that?
12 Q. And | think, likewise, you said at the 12 A lseeit
13 criminal tdal in the llinois proceeding, you 13 Q. Andit says does this conflict with the
14  didn't atiend any of that? 14  USCCB Charter? Do you see that?
15 A, No, | didn't. 15 A ldo.
16 Q. And did you instruct any Jesuit to be 16 Q. Do you know what the USCCRB charter is? Is
17  there on behalf of the Province to watch what was 17 that what's referred to —~
18  going on? 18 A. United States Conference of Catholic
19 A, 1 did not instruct anyone to be there to 19  Bishops.
20  watch what was going on, no. 20 Q. That's the Dallas Charter he's talking
21 Q. And why not? 21  about, correct?
22 A. ltdidn't occur to me. 22 A, |believe.
23 Q. And in terms of the sentencing as distinct 23 Q. Okay. And you said you guys follow that y
24  from his trial, you ¢id not attend his sentencing? 24 Dallas Charter? ;‘
235 237 [¢
'
1 A. No, | didn't. ! A. Yes. d
2 Q. And you didn't -- you didn't ask any 2 Q. And | think we were able to establish that . 5
3 Jesuit to atiend his sentencing on behalf of the 3 that charier was in place approximately in 20027 |
4  Province? 4 A ifwe -
5 A. No, | didn't, 5 Q. Kyou're--
8 Q. And were you aware that his victims and 6 A. Yeah, :
7 their families were making statements at his 7 Q. Allright. So --and you know this is |
B  sentencing? 8  July of 20057 :
<] A, Beforehand, | don't belleve | was aware. 9 A, And 5, yes.
10 | knew it had happened afier it happened. 10 Q. McGuire's criminal trial in Wisconsin was
11 Q. No one told you that the victims and their 11 In 2008, right, the beginning of 20067 I
12 families would be speaking? 12 A, Okay. -
13 A. 1don't recall that anyone told me that, 13 Q. Right? i
14 Q. 1believe we discussed briefly the fact 14 A. 1don't know. B
15  that at his criminal proceeding in Wisconsin, 15 Q. Okay. Did you do anything to see if he
16  Father McGuire was dressed in his collar? | mean, §16  was wearing his collar in court? ‘
17  he was dressed as a priest, correct? 17 Did you investigate whether, in‘fact, that
18 A. 1believe so. 18 was occurring?
19 Q. And you were aware of that? 19 A, No.
20 A. ldon't know whether | was aware of that 20 Q. Why not? ;
21  specific fact. | don't know. | mean, | saw 21 A. | didn't expect him to comply with whatwe ~ |;
22 pictures later. 22  told him anyhow.
23 Q. Well, do you recall that last time, we 23 Q. Sovyou didn't -- if he was wearing his
24  looked at a letter from . where he said he's 24 collar In court, it was a violation of the Dallas s
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1 Charter, correct? 1 conviction, correct? !
2 A. Okay. Yes. 2 A. | believe so. :
3 Q. Yes, you agree? 3 Q. And had you corresponded with Mr. .
4 A, Yes. 4  prior to this letter, do you know?
5 Q. He was not supposed to be dressing as a 5 A. | don't remember.,
6 priest any longer, correct? 6 Q. Okay. Well, | know you said you weren't
7 A. Correct. 7 atthe criminal trial. H
8 Q. Okay. In addition t " weren't 8 After he was convicted, did you become i
9  others reporting back to you teliing you that he 8 more involved in dealings with the State of f,:
10 was dressing as a priest, that he was wearing his 10 Wisconsin as it relates to McGuire? ;
11 clerical garb? 11 A. Well, this indicates that | did in terms :
12 A. | don't recall specifically. 12 of the probation officer in terms of where he would |2
13 Q. Okay. But you didn't do anything to 13 reside, yes. I
14  investigate it, because you didn'i anticipate that 14 Q. Well, just more generally, I'm asking you, :
15  bhe would listen anyway? 15 irrespective of the document, after his conviction, ;
16 A, I'm not sure that's my whole reason but - 16 did you have a - did you become more involved in %
17 Q. What other reasons? 17  monitoring the situation? !
18 A. ldon'tknow. 18 A No. Idont recall. i
19 Q. Okay. |think also in this letter, he 19 Q. Okay. If we can [ook at the -~ do you :
20 references the buttons people were wearing, | 20  recall authoring this letter? ;
21 support Father McGuire? 21 A, Yes. :
22 A, Okay. Yes. 22 Q. Okay. The second paragraph says because §
23 Q. Were you aware that there were other 23 of Father Donald McGuire's religious status, | am :
24  Jesult priests at Father McGulire's trial supporting 24 ultimaiely responsibie for his residence and
238 241
1 him and wearing these buitong? 1 well-being. Do you see that?
2 A. No, I'm not aware of any of that. 2 A. ldo.
3 Q. Well, he's writing that here, right? He's 3 Q. And that's your - thaf's the case with
‘4 stating -- 4  all of the Jesuits, right?
5 A. He says there were people there, religious 5 A. Yes.
6 personnel, He doesn't say Jesults. 6 Q. Al of your members?
7 Q. Okay. Did you do anything to see whether 7 A, Yes,
8  there were Jesuits who were wearlng buttons saying B Q. Inthe next paragraph, It says 1 would
9 | support Father McGuire during the court 9 like to be able to move Donald McGuire to our
10  proceeding in Wisconsin? 10 Jesuit health care facility, which is in Clarkston,
11 A. ldid not. 11 Michigan. It is called -- a
12 Q. And why not? 12 A, Colombiere.
13 A. It didn't ocour to me. 13 Q. Colomblere Center., And in fact, there is
14 (Whereupon, Exhibli $20 was 14  asheriffs office at the other end of the
15 marked for identification.) 15  building, which is very large.
16 BY MR, PEARLMAN: 16 1 wouid best be able to care for his
17 Q. Father, 'm handing you what's been marked 17  health and well-being there. Unless he is fiving
18  as Exhibit 20 for your deposition. 18 there, | cannot provide even minimal supervision,
19 TI= = an August 11th, 2006 letter from 19 et alone care for his health needs.
20 youto! ? 20 _‘When you say unless he's there, you cannot
21 A, OUxay. 21 provide even minimal supervision, what did you
22 Q. Do you know whe is? 22 mean?
23 A. Probation Officer, State of Wisconsin. 23 A. That in any of our standard residences, :
24 Q. Okay. And this is after McGuire's 24  there's nobody who would check people inand out. |3
__ ' 240 gggj;

4 (Pages 239 to 242)

McCorkle Court Reporters, Inc.

Chicago, Illinois

(312) 263-0052



1 Q. You're frying to move McGuire from 1 conviction by the tfime | wrote this letter. By ;
2. Ninois to Michigan? 2  then, there were higher standards from the Daltas i
3 A. Yes, 3  Charter and so forth. f
4 Q. That's the purpose of this letter? 4 Q. But people had come forward in 1870, 3
5 A. Yes. 5  correct? :
6 Q. And is your point that in lllinois, you 5] A. . 1 didn't know about that untit it
7  cannot even provide even minimal supervision of 7 went public, '
8 McGuire? . 8 Q. You knew of that when you started
9 A. Yes. 9 reviewing the files? -
10 Q. Okay. And that was the case prior to 10 A. | knew about that from the press
11 August of 2006 or did something change? 11 conferences either in August or September of 2003, [
12 A. Prior to 2006, he was living at - | don't 12 Q. So you personally didn't know is your
13 recall the sequence -- the exact dates when hewent |13  point? g
14  to the hospital in Waukegan. 14 MR. HUEBSCH: Ym sorry? !
15 And then, he was under supervision of 15 BY MR. PEARLMAN:
16  Wisconsin for quite a bit of that time and | don't 16 Q. The Jesuits - you personally didn't know?
17  remember that sequence of events. 17 A. Right. ‘
18 Q. Let me ask the quastion differently, 18 Q. The Jesuits knew?
19 Between the time when McGulre returned from 19 A. Not all -- | mean, some authorities may
20  California through the time of his conviction, his 20 have known something. | don't know exactly what
21 primary residence was in lllinois? 21 they knew, but yes. ' ]
22 A, Yes. 22 Q. Woell, we've looked at those documents? j
23 Q. And is it your testimony that in any of 23 A. Right. Yeah, somebody knew that there i
24  those residences in liinois, it was not possibie 24  were aliegations, right.
243 245 [
1 to provide even minimal supervision of him? 1 Q. Okay. And by the time you became the ‘
2 A. It was becoming more evident that he 2 Provincial, you knew -- or shortly thereafter, when
3  needed more supervision than we could provide. 3 you reviewed the McGuire file, you knew about the
4 When | say minimal, | mean minimal by the 4 1 allegation, corract?
5 standards that they would expect someone under 5 A. Tknow that name. | don't know when | -
8 conviction. 6 became aware of an allegation from that individual. 5
7 Q. Andwas It your view that he needed more 7 Q. you knew about that?
8  supervision after he was convicted than before he || . 8 A. Again, | don't know when | became aware of
9 was convicted? 9 that name. :
10 A. | don't recall. 10 Q. Okay. Soin 2003, when you became i
11 Q. Sir, would you agree with me that between |11 Provincial, did it occur to you that you couid not
12 asearly as 1960 and through 2006, there were 12 provide even minimal supervision of McGuire in :
13  numerous ailegations regarding McGuire's 13 Mlinois and that he required supervision?
14  interactions with young people, correct? 14 A. He was in -- | said this before. In 2002, ;
15 A. 19607 18  he was moved out of Canisius House down to Clark 5
16 Q. Yes, 16  Sfreet, bacause we thought we could monitor him i
17 A. 1don't know of anything that old but in 17  better. :
18 the '60s, ves. 18 It didn't. And then, the house fsll down
19 Q. Inthe '60s. Okay. And why is it that 19  and we had to move him out to the Woodlawn :
20  you believed he needed more supervision in 2006 20 residence where he was alone a lot of the time, i
21  than he did in 20027 21 Q. And in 2004, in fact, that e-maii that we
122 A, Because by now, we had victims who had 22 reviewed from the young Jesuit detalled the fact
23 come to us, who had testified in court, 23  that he was never around?
24 By then, he was under a criminal 24 A. Yes,
244 248 |
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1 Q. No one was supervising him? 1 Q. Did you think about those things prior to
2. A, Yes. 2  his convictions? 3
3 Q. Soin 2004, did you consider moving him 3 A. |dontrecall, )
4  and sending him somewhere where hs could be 4 Q. Did it concern you whether McGuire prior %
5  properly supervised? 5 to his conviction would be in the presence of ’3’
B8 A, Yes. 8 children? ’g
7 Q. And what did you do? 7 A. Yes, i
8 A. We couldn't care for his health in the 8 Q. And what did you do about that other than ;
9 facllities that were available. 9  his restrictions? Strike that. !
10 Q. In2004? 10 Other than tell him he couldn't be, what
11 A. Yes. 11 did you do? i
12 Q. Sowhat did you do? 12 A. ]don't recall.
13 A What did we do? 13 Q. You don't recall that?
14 Q. To better supervise him, 14 A. No.
15 A. | don't know. 15 Q. You would agree with me that prior to his
16 {Whereupon, Exhibit 821 was 16  conviction, the Jesuits had a lot of information
17 .marked for identification.) 17 regarding McGuire?
18 BY MR. PEARLMAN: 18 A. Yes.
19 Q. I'm golng to show you what's been marked 19 Q. Would you agree that it was more important
20  as Exhibit 21. 20  that he be monitored before his conviction when the
21 This is an October 10th, 2006 letter from 21 State wasn't watching him than after?
22  you to Judge Carlson. Have you seen this document 22 A. 1don't believe | thought that way.
23 before? 23 {Whereupon, Exhibit 822 was
24 A. Yes. | believe | wrote it 24 marked for identification.) _
247 249
1 Q. Okay. The last sentence of the first 1 BY MR. PEARLMAN:
2  paragraph -- again, it states | said ! can provide 2 Q. Sir, we're handing you what's been marked
3 nothing in Illincis that would provide, in quotes, 3 as Deposition Exhibit No. 22.
4  any superyision If that Is expected, closed quotes, 4 This is a September 19th, 2007 letter from :
5 correct? 5  you to -- addressed to Dear Jesuit Family and :
6 A. Yes, : 6 Friends. Do you recall this letter? ¢
7 Q. Okay. And again, in October of 2006, was 7 A. Yes, '
B it your view that you could not provide any 8 Q. Okay. And do you know who this uitimately
9 supervision for Donald McGuire in the state of 9 went out to? '
10  lllinois? 10 | don't mean specifically, but who are the
11 A, Yes, 11 Dear Jesuit Family and Friends?
12 Q. Okay. And in the next paragraph, the last 12 A. Specifically, they're people who were
13 sentence says Donald McGuire's attorney proposes a 13 associated with us, who support our missions, who
14  house in Evanston, lllinois, 14  are blocd relatives, our personal families.
15 Donald McGuire would be alone there most 15 A lot of peaple are interested in our i
16 of the day. Itis also close to a public park and 16 activities and we Keep in contact with them. :
17  beach. Do you see that? 17 Q. Okay. Atthe end of that first paragraph, i
18 A. ldo. 18 the last sentence says he -- the he is referring to
19 Q. And those were concems of yours? 19 Donald McGuire was completely removed from
20 A. Yes. 20 public -- from priestly ministry in the summer of
21 Q. Again, my question is, why didn't -- why 21 2003. Do you see that? 4
22 weren't you asking yourself these same questions 22 A. ldo. %
23 prior to his conviction? 23 Q. And is that when he couldn't get the
24 A. 1don't know. 24  credentials from the Chicago Archdiocese, correct?
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1 A. Yes. 1 A. My best recollection is that | began
2. Q. Did the Jesuits aliow h!m to continue 2 discussions of that in the summer of 2004, but
3  doing any ministry within the Jesuit community 3 unfll - yes. That's my best recollection.
4 after that? 4 Q. And when did you first — | presume you
5 A. That would have been allowed under these 5  have to write a lefter to Rome?
& norms, yes, & A, s~
7 Under the norms from the bishops and so 7 MR. HUEBSCH: Eventually or as the first thing
8  forth, he would have been allowed to celebrate the 8 in 20047
9 mass in ptivate In a Jesuit residence with no 9 BY MR. PEARLMAN: :
10  outsiders present. 10 Q. To get him removed from the -- | think you
11 Q. That's permitted under the norms. My 11 outlined that the Superior General -- | presume the
12 question is, did you aliow him to do that? 12  Superior General is in Rome?
13 A. | allowed him to do what the norms 13 A. Yes.
14  permitted, yes. 14 Q. Okay. And you have to send him a petition
15 Q. Well, let me ask the questicn differently. 15  or a letter to start that process?
16  If you had concerns about him and you beiieved -~ 116 A. It's not a simple letter, It would be a
17  if atthat time, you believed he was a sexual 17  letter with documentation,
18  abuser, you could have prevented him from saying £18 Q. Okay. And when did you start puﬂlng
19 mass even within the Jesuit communlty, correct? 18  together that letter and the documentation?
20 A. No. | couldn't have, 20 And just -- | know you said you started
21 Q. What would you have had to do in order to 21 discussing it. { understand that. That's 2004,
22  dothat? 22 When did you decide that that was going to
23 A. Have him removed from the priesthood, 23 be an action you as the Provincial were going to
24 Q. Allright. And you didn't do that? 24 take?
. 251 253
1 A. At that point, no. 1 A, My best recollection is that In the summer
2 Q. When did you do that? 2 of 2004, | began investigating how do | do this,
3 A. The decree came down -- we recelved i in 3 how do | accompiish this,
4 January 2008, 4 Q. Okay. And tell me about that
5 Q. Okay. And before a decree comes down, | 5 investigation. Who were you talking with? What
6 presume you as the Provinclal have to siart a 6 did you do?
7 process? 7 A. | consulted Canon lawyers.
8 A Yes, B Q. Who did you consult?
9 Q. Whatis that -- what do you have to do? 2] A. There were at least three.
10 A. You prepare the documentation. You 10 Q. Do you recall their names?
11 petition, first of all, for his removal from the 11 A. Two of them, | do hot. The third oneis a
12 Society of Jesus, which the Superior General can 12 Jesuit.
13 grant, but that's conditional and its geing then to 13 Q. Okay. What's his name?
14 the Vatican for their endorsement of what you have 14 THE WITNESS: Do | need to answer this? This
15  done. 16 s getting close to where 1 think it should be
16 The Society of Jesus of itself cannot 16  privileged.
17 remave him from the priesthood, That's done by the 17 MR. HUEBSCH: Well, | think he can ask the
18  Vatican. Sothey go hand in hand, but the Society 18  name, yes.
19 of Jesus removes him from the soclety, but as | 19 THE WITNESS: Okay.
20 said, it's conditional with the Vatican going 20 MR. HUEBSCH: The conference and the conduct
21 forward with the process. 21 betwsen the two of you is privileged, but you
22 Q. And can you tell me when you first as the 22 cen-
23 Provincial started the process going of having him 23 THE WITNESS: The hame is Robert Gelsinger,
24  removed from the Society? 24  G-e--s-l-n-g-e-r,
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1 MR BROOKS: Well, I'm nct so sure | agree with 1 asaJesult.
2. vyour assertion that it's privileged. In fact, 2 If you can just walk me through what you |
3 Judge Lawrence has ruled to the opposite, but we'l 3 did or — including what you instructed others to i
4  handle those as we go along. You have to see where 4  do, whether it be delegafing some of that to other
5 it's going. 5 Jesults. :
6 MR. HUEBSCH: | can teli you he's not going to 6 A. Again, | don't recall specific dates when ;
7 ask any - if yol ask him — 7  steps were taken,
8 MR, BROOKS: Judge Lawrence — B I'f tel! you a point at which it was
9 MR. HUEBSCH: Mike, let me make the objection, 9 clear that we could proceed. And that was after
10 and then, you can argue. 10 the sworn testimony of the two men in Wisconsin.
11 MR, BROOKS: I'm sorry. | apologize. 11 We had sworn testimony at that point that
12 MR. HUEBSCH: Al I'm going to say is, we're 12  was compelling. After that, | was able to proceed g
13 going to claim that is privileged under these 13 without difficulty. §
14  circumstances, irrespective of what Judge Lawrence 14 Q. Did you seek to get sworn testimony of §
15 has said to this point. 15 anyone prior to their testimony in Wisconsin?
16 He's not going to answer it. You can feel 16 A. No.
17  free to ask the questions to protect the record, 17 Q. Was getting sworn testimony an Important
18 MR. PEARLMAN: Sure. 18  part of the process? Was it necessary? H
18 MR. HUEBSCH: | certalnly appreciate that, but 19 A. Absolutely necessary, no, but it was very §
20 I'mgoing to Instruct you not to answer any 20  helpful, :
21 questions between you and -- any questions that ask 21 Q. Okay. And | believe you testified on your jé
22 the conduct or the conference between you and 22 first day of deposition, by the time the Wisconsin ;
23 Geisinger. 23 trial came along, you had formed an opinion in your [}
24 24 own mind about what you believed regarding the
255 257 [
b
.1 BYMR.PEARLMAN: 1 truth of the allegations regarding Donald McGuire? f
2 Q. Now, just so you understand, just for the 2 A. Yes. ¢
3 record, hecause there's been objections and 3 Q. Okay. And knowing what you believed, did %:
4  comments before a question was even asked, now, I'm 4  you seek to -- did you seek to get sworn festimony F
5 going to ask the question Just so if's on the 5 of people that could help in removing him? ;
6 record, okay? 6 A. No. 5
7 MR. HUEBSCH: That's fair. 7 Q. And why not?
8 MR. BROOKS: Sorry. 8 A. 1don't recall why not. i
9 BY MR. PEARLMAN: 9 Q. Okay, Do you know when you first sent
10 Q. Can you please tell me the discussion that 10  whatever paperwork was necessary to Rome to the
11 you had with your - with Father -- Geisinger? 11 Superior General to get McGuire removed?
12 A. Geisinger, 12 A. It would have been, | believe, in the
13 Q. Regarding the removal process with 13 summer of 2007, ;
14 McGuire, 14 Q. September of 20077 i
15 MR. HUEBSCH: My instruction fo you is to not 15 A. Summer. :
16  answer that question. 16 Q. Summer? Okay. September is in the ¢
17 BY MR. PEARLMAN: 17 summer, | guess, but -- I'm sorry. | misheard you,
18 Q. Are you going to follow — 18 And what took so long from the time of his
118 A. 1will follow counsel's advice. 19 conviction - which was February of 2006, right?
20 Q. Okay. Fair enough. Whatever discussion 20 A, ' frust you on that.
21 took place, you're not going fo testify to that. 21 Q. Okay. What took -- why did it take a year
22 When did you — ) want to know the process 22  anda half?
23  from the time you talked to those lawyers and did 23 A. ldon't know. | don't know.
24  that investigation through the time he was removed 24 Q. Okay. In the first sentence of the next
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1 paragraph on Exhibit 22, it says during this fime, 1 know the fruth about McGuire? :
2. undoubtedly, we had all experienced a range of 2 A 1f's - | meant what | said here, they :
3 emotions, shame, confusion, anger, regrat, doubt, 3 have the right to know that they can, In fact,
4 Are those all feelings that you were 4  trust us that we're doing the right thing.
5 experiencing at that time? ‘ 5 Q. And as you - by Sepiember of 2007, had
6 A. Yes, 8 you had the opportunity to reflect about the way ‘%
7 Q. And maybe if you can just tell me, when 7  the Jesuits had handled the McGuire situation from 13
8  you say shame, what shame were you feeling? 8 ordination onward? &
9 A. If a Jesuit did these things, 9 A Yes !
10  collectively, that brings shame on us, 10 Q. QOkay. And did you believe that mistakes ;
11 Q.. And what about regret? What were your 11 were made? i
12 regrets? 12 A, | believe that my predecessors acted :
13 A, Regrets? | don't know specifically but 13  according to their best knowledge at the time. In E
14  regret that anybody let him into the order in the 14  refrospect, we wish things had been done ;
16 first place, 15  differently. :
16 Q. Did you have regrets that he wasn't 16 Q. Like what could have been done :
17  stopped sooner? 17 differantly, do you think? ;f
18 "A. Sure, 18 A. Il speak not about McGuire personaily, a,
19 Q. Did you have regrets regarding the leve! 12  butthe more general situation is that early ’
20  of supervision that was -- that he had? Strike 20  psychologicai treatment programs thought that
21 that. Strike that, It's a poor question, 21 somebody could be cured of these things.
22 Did you have regrets regarding the - 22 By the 19 -- by 2007, we knew that that
23  strike that. 23  wasn't so. We had better knowledge by then.
24 The next paragraph says as the stories in 24 Q. Butin your reflection in reviewing the i
259 261 |:
i
1 the media outlets have appeared, it would not be 1 file, McGuire wasn't compliant with the ii
2 surprising if you had questions about how we 2 psychological treatment he was recelvihg, was he? ;
3 handled various situations and demands. 3 A. | don't know. ;
4 Did you have anything in particular in 4 Q. Well, you reviewed - you had many - :
5  mind when you wrote that? & there were letters where you were — sfrike that. é
8 A. 1dontrecall, 6 The documentation between Father Gschwend, lg
7 Q. Were you concerned that when the media 7 MecGuire, you would become involved in those
8 repers regarding the —- regarding McGuire and the g8 communications. They were about McGuire's
9  Jesuits handling of McGuire came out that you might 8 noncompliance, correct?
10  lose support frem your supporters? 10 A, Il trust you on that.
11 A. Definitely, yes. 11 Q. Well, don't trust me.
12 Q. Financial support? 12 A. |don't recall what was in these letters.
13 A. Among other things. 13 Q. Well, you were the Provinclal, Do you
14 Q. And then, it says and all of us 14 recall generally that McGuire was a noncompliant
15  personally, our families, our colleagues, and 15  person?
16  ministry have the right to know that they can, in 16 A. Yes.
17  fact, trust us that we are deing the right thing. 17 Q. Okay. And do you recall that e wouldn't
18 Do you see that? 18  comply with his aftercare?
19 A. ldo, 19 A. I don' remember the aftercare,
20 Q. Okay. And what did you mean by that? 20 Q. And then, in the next paragraph, the third
21 A. That we are trying to do the best we can 21  line down, do you see where it says second, comma,
22  todo right by this situation. 22  wereached ouf quickly?
23 Q. And when you say have the right to know, 23 A, Yes.
24  did you believe your supporters had the right to 24 Q. And have confinued to reach outin
262 |;
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1 pastoral care and healing to the young men who 1 wounds if people don't want contact.
2. brought the complaint to our attention, Do you see 2 Q. Any other reasons? :
3 that? 3 A. 1don'trecall any. b
4 A, ldo. 4 Q. Do you recall after McGuire's conviction
5 Q. Okay. And what's your understanding of 5  in Wisconsin, you were quoted saying that you were
§ that? How did you reach out to thase young men? 6 praying for the victims of McGuire -
7 A. In January 2007, we received a new 7 A. Yes, :
8§ complaint. Should | say the name? 8 Q. --correct? And do you recall saying that i
9 Q. You can say the name. 9  you looked forward that you wanted to speak to
10 A. Thisls . We went to him 10 them? ;
11 immediately with — trying to statt a healing 11 A. |don't recall saying that. 1 believe |
12 process, 12 might have sald that, yes.
13 Q. Okay. _ came to you, coyrect? 13 Q. Okay. Did you do anything to reach out to
14 A, By phone, yes. 14  those two individuals and make contact with them?
15 Q. He -- but his name was a name the Jesuits || 15 A. No.
16  were aware of prior to him coming to you? 16 Q. Why not? 5
17 A. | believe so. There was material about 17 A. | figured if they wanted to talk to me, ;
18  his adoption or -- 18  they wouid initiate it.
19 Q. His guardianship? 19 Q. So you were waiting for them to make the
20 A. His guardlanship, yes. 20  contact?
21 Q. When he was 13 years old? There was 21 A. Yes.
22  speculation that McGuire might be his legal 22 Q. Okay. Why wouldn't you initiate the
23 guardian when he was a 13-year-old boy? 23  contact to call them and apologize?
24 A. | believe so, yes. . 24 A. Again, | didn't know that they wanted that J
263 265
1
1 Q. After McGuire was convicted in Wisconsin, 1 contact, [didn't want to hurt them further i :
2 did the Jesuits go back to reach out to all of the 2  theywould find that hurtful. %
3 people that had come forward in the past against 3 Q. So now, just spsaking of the two people i
4  McGuire? 4  who - the two victims of the Wisconsin proceeding. [}
5 A, After the conviction? The individuals who 5 They obviously had been public and :
8 bad come forward? There weren't any. There were 6 testified, You knew that, correct? 4
7 parents, but individuals, no. 7 A. Yes. §
8 Q. There were families that had come forward, 8 Q. And it didn't occur to you that it might
9 correct? 9  be helpful if you initiate contact to apologize to
10 A. Parents, yes. 10 them personaliy?-
1M Q). Did you reach out to those famities? 11 A. ldon't recall if it ococurred to me or ,
12 A. To some of them, | recall speaking. | 12 not, butididn'tdoit.
13  don'trecall -- it was probably before the 13 Q. Okay. In this - in that same sentence | ,
14  conviction, yes, 14  was reading, it says we continue to reach out in 5
15 Q. They would initiate the contact and you 15  pastoral care and healing to the young man who
16  would respond in kind, correct? 16  brought the complaint to our attention, | share 3
17 A, Yes, : 17  this not to make excuses but io establishing the :
18 Q. I'm asking you, did the Jesuits ever 18 facts. Do you see that? :
19 initiate conduct -- contact with families or peopie 19 A. ldo. ¥
20  who may have been harmed by McGuire? 26 Q. And what -- the fact that you're referring ,
21 A, | don't recall that we did. 21 tois the fact that you were reaching out to this ’
22 Q. Why not? 22  young man?
23 A. One reason would be that some people don't £ 23 A. Il have to reread that. |don't know
24 wantto be contacted, We wouldn'twanttoopenold £24 what | was referring to.
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1 Q. Well, let me ask you, was it a concem -- 1 Q. Do you know whose handwriting it is?
2. was part of the purpose of this ietter was that 2 A. No. b
3 there were going to be media reports and that you 3 Q. Okay. lt's dated October 10th, 2007. :
4  were concerned that when there are media reports 4 A. Okay.
5  how those things are reported - 5 Q. Itsays.JL. Do those initials -- do you
6 A, Yes. 6  know who JL might be?
7 Q. --was that a concern? How they're 7 A. JL might be Jeremy Langford.
8 perceived? B Q. Okay. And who s Jeremy Langford?
9 A. Yes. 9 . A, He's ourinformation officer. Thaf's not
10 Q. And that it might not be the whole story? 10 the exacttitle. | don't know what the exact title
11 A, Yes. 11 s, .
12 Q. Those were your concerns? 12 Q. Do you know who TF may be?
13 A. Those would have been my -- among my 13 A, Timothy Friedman, perhaps. He's in charge
14  concems. 14  of the development office.
15 Q. Among them? 156 Q. And itsays phone. s that JG? Probably
16 A. Yeah, 16  Jim Gschwend?
17 Q. And you wanted to take an opportunity to 17 A. Probably.
18 tell your supporters that and the facts as you 18 Q. And Kathleen, it says, underneath that?
19  perceived them? 19 A. That would be Kathleen McChesney.
20 A. Yes. 20 Q. And she's the person the Jesuits hired to
21 Q. Okay. Do you think those same supporters [j21  deal with the misconduct claims?
22 had aright to know all the details the Jesuits 22 A. No. She did some of that, but we mainly
23 knew about McGuire and how that was handled? 23 hired her to investigate our office and operation
24 A. No. 24 to seeif it was the best it could be, a
267 269 |/
i
1 Q. Why not? 1 Q. Okay. Andwho's Bill? l
2 A. Some of the details would reveal hames 2 A. Bill wouid be Bill Gavin, The same thing. %
3 that were not public. All the details would reveal 3  They worked together. i
4  things that shouldn't be revealed. 4 (3. Okay. And then, undernesth that, do you 1
5 Q. Butyou can cure that, right, by just -- 5 see the word »
6 like we're doing In this deposition, by not using 6 A. ldo.
7 names? 7 Q. Wants to settle this case in the next E
8 A, Okay. But you said all the details so -~ 8 week. Wants outreach to other victims unknown,
9 Q. Okay. 9  Wants robust new approach. Do you see that?
10 A. Beyond that, | made the judgment | -- that 10 A. ldo. g
11 itwould not be help -- | don't know that they 11 Q. Do you remember any discussions about the |
12 would have a right to know everything that wenton, 12 - abou coming forward again? }
13 no. 13 A Yes, ;
14 Q. So you don't necessarily believe the 14 Q. Okay. Tell me what you recall. s
15  supporters should have all of the facts, just the 15 A. Exactly what 1t says here, that he was 4
16 facts that you want to provide to them? 16  Insistent that he wanted to settle the case and
17 A. And that others have provided to them. 17  that he want - he had -- he wanted us to be robust |3
18 {Whereupon, Exhibit 523 was 18  in our new approach., :
19 marked for identification.} 19 Q. And what about cutreach to unknown %
20 BY MR. PEARLMAN: 20 victims? &
21 Q. I'm going to show you what we've marked as | 21 A. If that's what it says here, | - :
22  Exhibit No. 23. Have you seen this document 22  that's -- that's consistent with discussions with
23 before? 23
24 A, ldon'trecaliit. That's not my writing, 24 Q. Okay. And then, do you see under that, it 3
: 268 279Jj§
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Japuary 6, 2008

Eoox

Mr. Phillip A. Koss F

District Attorney i

& Walworth County Wisconsin ‘ &
o 1800 County Trunk NN
Post Offica Box 1001 ‘

Elkhorn, Wisconsin 53121 2

In Re: State of Wisconsin v. Donald J. McGuire, 8.J. ) ‘
Subpoena of records of Donald J. McGuire, 5. : ;

Dear Mr. Koss: ‘

o~
) v \As | indicated to you over the telephone, we have very little with respect to Father i
i _ IMcGuire, We do have Father MoGuire’s assignment or personnel sheet reflecting his
various assignments or appointments since the time he has been associated with the {

} Chicago Province of the Society of Jesus. ;
We also have most of the annual cetalog entriee with respect to Father McGuire {in

Latint}, which merely reflect his assignmant in a particular ministry with respect to the

years in guestion of 1966 through 1971, j
Inaddition, the Province was served with copies of two clvil Complaints filed by.

‘and Victor Bender and, of course, has reams of information reflecting various iy

motions and briefs with respect to such actions. A

In view of the allegations as to the civil Complaints, the Province requested and | '

received a copy of academic transcript from 5t Ignatius.

As to the Walworth County Wisconsin subpoena, which was mailed to Father

Gschwend, we would have an objection to same in view of the fact that it is not only

way too broad but also engompasses material which Father Edward Schmidt, §.J., as
Provincial, feels is subjsct to privilege,

Interms of voluntarily releasing any informatton or offering anyone to testify on behalf
of the prosecution as to such records, such could, in the age of HIPAA and
confidentlality, impact the rights of Father McGuire as well as expose the Province to
liability. Therefore we must respectfully decline to cooperate without his consent.

EXHIBIT71 |
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If you have any questions
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or otherwise wish to discuss this matter, please feel free

Very truly yours,

McCarthy & Toormey
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By '
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Papers: Jesuits Were Warned About Abusive Priest
by BARBARA BRADLEY HAGERTY

The archived audio and fext for this story have been edited for privacy reasons.

Father Donzald McGuire, shown here with
nuns from Mother Theresa's order, the

Missionaries of Charity, was convicted in
2006 of sexually sbusing two boys in the
1960s.

Documents in the
Case

Lawyers for several of
Father McGuire's alleged
victims have obtained
documents that show the
Jesuits were repeatedly
aleried to his alleged
sexual abuse, beginning
In 1969. Read some of
those documents:

Victim 4
Nov. 29, 1969: First official
aliegations (from Victim 4),
McGuire was convicted
last year of abusing Victim
4 and another boy, Vic
Bender, in the 1860s.

Victim 7
Oct. 25, 2000; Letter from
parents of Alleged Victim 7
to Jesuits about McGuire
showing their san
pornography.

http://www.npr.org/templates/story/story.php?storyld=15683354

Dan Lassiller/The Janesville Gazetle/AP

Ociober 28, 2007 textsize A A A

Father Donald McGuire sexually abused two teenaged boys in the
1960s. That much is public record: He was convicted in a criminal
trial last year, |

As recently as nine weeks ago, Jesuit leaders insisted that they
had no knowledge of any other abuse by the renowned priest. But
documents show that over the past 3B years, Jesuit leaders were
alerted many times about McGuire's behavior — even as criminal
and civil cases were under way. That raises the gquéstion; What
happened to those records?

"They either destroyed documents relevant to criminal activity, or
they lied,” said Marc Pearlman, an atiorney for several plaintiffs.

Pearlman has obtained copies of 25 documents from famiiies of alleged
victims, which he gave to NPR. They indicate that McGuire had sexual
reiationships with at least seven teenage boys between 19689 and 2004
(three others have since been identified). The documents include letters from
family members to top Jesuit leaders, as well as letters from Jesuit leaders
discussing the problem. Pearlman said because the Jesuits failed to act after
the first report, a sexual predator had free access to young men for nearly 40
years.

Edward Schmidt, the provincial, or leader, of the Jesuits in Chicago, said they
were not protecting McGuire.

"We were treating him as a member of the Jesuit order," he said in a phone
interview. "We were proceeding as though he were a good person, you

know, until we became aware of some of these issues that have now become
public. Were we trying to protect him from authorities? Not in any way."

First Signs of Trouble

Until very recently, Donald McGuire was one of the most prominent Jesuits of
his day. In 1983, he became the spiritual director of Mother Teresa's
organization and her confessor. He led Ignatian retreats, calling people to an
intimate relationship with God.

As he traveled the world, McGuire often brought a teenage boy with him as
an intern, and devout Cathofic families jumped at the privilege.

EXHIBIT 72
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- ]
Victim 8
Oct. 27, 2000: Letter fram
the family of Alleged
Victim 8 to the Jesuits

about McGuire's influence
on their son.

Jan. 10, 2001: Jesuits'
response o the parents of
Aleged Victim 8.

Dec. 7, 2002; Lefter from
the famify of Alleged
Victim 8 to the
Archdiocese of Chicago.

Victims 5 and 10

Oct. 18, 2007: Lefter {and
correction) fram the father
of Alleged Victims & and
10 retracting support for
MeGuire at his 2006 trial.

Timeline

See Abuse Allegations
Against Father Donald
McGuire.

Related NPR Stories

Scandal in the Church:
Five Years On
Jan. 11, 2007

Page 2 of 6

The first signs of trouble surfaced in 1969, in a case that would eventually
result in McGuire's criminal conviction. A 14-year old freshman at Loyola
Academy, a high school near Chicago, met Father McGuire when the young
priest was assigned to be his counselor. McGuire soon persuaded the
teenager and his father to let him board at the school. McGuire said the boy
would sleep in a nearby room. But McGuire immediately moved the boy to
his own room and "then the abuse turned physical,” according to the victim,
now 51 years old.

"There's only one bed inside the room, so sleeping quarters were to sleep in
the same bed together,” the man said in a phone interview,

As recently as 2005, the Jesuits said they had no knowledge of this, But
documents suggest they did. The boy had fold his parish priest about the
abuse. The briest wrote the Jesuits running the school in November 1968,
and Pearlman has a copy of that letter. The said the Jesuits told him they
would take care of McGuire. They put McGuire on sabbatical, and he did not
return to the school. But three years later, the then-teenager realized they
had not done enough.

"I was walking down one of the [anes at Loyola University," he told NPR, "and
ran smack dab into Father McGuire toting a little boy with him, in the ages of

. like 13 to 14 years oid."

Documents show that McGuire had a pattern: He would persuade a family to
let their teenage son intern with him, and quickly move the boy into his room,
And then, according an alleged victim who asked that his name not be used,

McGuire would give the boy a sexual education, using the sacred rite of
confession.

"We underwent something called a 'general confession,’ whereby you just lay out your sins,” the alleged
victim, a young man, told NPR. "And the priest will help you, talk you through it, maybe give you some
guidelines for the future. And his guidelines were to teach me about sex.”

He says the guidelines included naked showers, massage and pormography. Between 1999 and 2002,
the young man says he traveled with McGuire every summer, Easter and Christmas, and lived with him
at Canisius House, a residence with other Jesuit priests. He said he cannot undersiand how they did
not catch on that a teenager was living with a priest.

"How could they not know? | was in his room aimost alf the time," the young man said. "The food was
being brought in. His secretary would drop me off. How could you not know?"

Father Edward Schmidt, the provincial since 2003, says it's an excellent question.

"l can see why the public would wonder about that," he says. "But Donald McGuire just had his own
way of doing things. He could sneak people around late at night. It does seem very difficult, but 1 can
believe that no other Jesuit knew about it. Other Jesuits would have been outraged if they had known

http://www.npr.org/templates/story/story.php?storyld=15683354
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that. If anybody had seen that going on, known that was going on, he would have been denounced
immediately.”

Wisconsin Suit

in the summer of 2003, the man who was abused in the 1860s and Vic Bender, another man who was
abused by the young priest around the same time, sued McGuire and the Jesuits. That suft ledto a
criminal case against the priest — not in lllinois, where the statute of limitations has run out, but in
Wisconsin, where McGuire had taken the two teenagers, separately, on weekend frips. The district
attorney there told NPR that he could not subpoena documents across state lines. He asked the Jesuits
if they had records that would indicate McGuire had abused any boys since the late 1960s. He said, "I
naively relied on their goodness."

The Jesuits said they had nothing.

"The statement by the Jesuits by the DA in Wisconsin — there's no other way to charactérize itbuia

bald-faced lie," says attorney Marc Peariman. "We now have the documents that show they had a great
deal of material." '

Peariman said that one family wrote to Jesuit leaders in October 2000, asking them to investigate
concerns they had about their son being forced to sieep on the same bed with the McGuire.

"And the Jesuits wrote back to them that, initially, 'We're looking info it,” Peariman said. "But pretty

much for the next three years, [the Jesuits] told them that how they're investigating and what they're
doing is none of their business," Pearlman said.

Or, as the Jesuit handling the case wrote, "We wouid hope that you would trust us to act appropriately.”
Letters go back and forth until 2003, when the first civil lawsuit was filed. Eventually, McGuire was
convicted of sexual assault. He has been senfenced fo seven years in prison and is out pending
appeal.

Provincial Edward Schmidt admits the Jesuits missed red flags.

"As | look back, in hindsight, there are lots of things we should have done differently,” he says. "The fact
of the matter is, we're dealing with someone who does his own thing. We had direcfives in place. We
could have been stronger in managing him, but we were not, | wish we had been,"

What about those documents, and Pearlman's allegations that the Jesuits lied or destroyed them?
Schmidt says it's a mystery. The Jesuits recently hired a former FBI agent, Kathleen McChesney, to
scour McGuirel's files. The agent told NPR she has already found allegations going back to 1993.

As for McGuire, he remains a priest but cannot perform priestly duties. Cn Thursday, a Wisconsin judge
will hear his motion for a new criminal trial. In a brief phone conversation, McGuire said he's "very
hopeful" about the outcome,

Timeline: Abuse Allegations Against Father McGuire

http://www.npr.org/templates/story/story.php7storyId=15683354 6/9/2010
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The following is a timeliﬁe of allegations of abuse against Father Donald McGuire, put together by
lawyers for the plaintiffs. Not ali of the alleged victims in the timeline are plaintiffs, and not all of the
documents cited in the timeline have been made public.

July 9, 1930; Donald J. McGuire is born in Oak Park, IL.

Aug. 21, 1947: McGuire enters the Jesuit Order.

1961: McGuire is ordained as a Jesuit priest.

Early 1960s: McGuire allegedly abuses Victim 1 in Europe.

1965: McGuire begins teaching at Loyola Academy, a high school in Chicago.

1966-1968: McGuire allegedly abuses Vic Bender (Victim 2) at Loyola Academy.

1968: McGuire allegedly abuses Victim 3 at Loyola Academy.

1968-1969: McGuire allegedly abuses Victim 4 at Loyola Academy.

Nov. 29, 1969: Father Charles Schlax, a Chicago Archdiocese priest and the pastor at Our Lady of
Lourdes, writes to Father John Reinke, S.J., the president of Loyola Academy, fo confirm their
telephone conversation about the sexual abuse of Victim 4 (relayed to Father Schiax by Victim 4 earlier
that day). The letter says that Victim 4 said McGuire is a "pervert.”

1970: McGuire transferred fo Loyola Uﬁiversity, also in Chicago.

1983: Thirteen years after the Jesuits first learned of Victim 4's allegations of sexual abuse by McGuire,
McGuire becomes the spiritual director for the Missionaries of Charity, Mother Teresa's order. He
becomes Mother Teresa's confessor.

1986: Victim 9 is born. McGuire baptizes him and becomes his godfather.

1987-94: McGuire's alleged molestation of Victim 5 (then 8 or 9 years old) begins.

Oct. 24, 1987: Victim 10 (brother of Victim 5) is born, McGuire baptizes him. McGuire also béptized his
younger siblings.

July 1993 — Jan. 1994: Several letters are exchanged between the father of Victim 6 and the Jesuits
regarding what the father feels is McGui'e's inappropriate contact with the teenager.

Summer 1999: Victim 9 goes to Chicago to "live" with McGuire at Canisius House. McGuire allegedly
uses confessions as & means to begin fondling Victim 9, who alleges that McGuire sexually molested
him hundreds of times between 1999 and 2004, Including regular abuse during confession.

Qct. 25, 2000: The parents of Victim 7 (McGuire's assistant from June 1998 to August 1939) write the

Jesuits (Father McGurn), alleging that McGuire had shown pornography to their child and saying their
son's emotional state "alarmed" them.

http://www.npr.org/templates/story/story. php?storyld=15683354 6/9/2010
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Oct. 27, 2000: The parents of Victim 8 (another assistant to McGuire) write a detailed letter to McGurn
following a September 2000 phone conversation outlining their concerns about McGuire's relationship
with their son. They report that McGuire made their teenage son sleep in the same bed with him in
1899-2000.

Jan 10, 2001: McGurn writes back to the parents of Victim 8, refusing to share any defails about how
the allegations would be handied. "We hope you would trust us [Jesuits] to act appropriately.” There is
no record of the Jesuits doing anything to restrict McGuire at or around that time. In fact, at that time,
Victim 8 continued to live with McGuire when he was not at school; he was allegedly sexually abused
almost daily when he was with McGuire.

Fall 2001: McGuire allegedly abuses Victim 10 on at least two occasions.

November 2001: Victim 10 accompanies McGuire, who is directing an lgnatian retreat, to assist and
serve McGuire, Victim 10 sleeps in McGuire's room. '

March 2002: Victim 5 marries. McGuire witnesses the wedding. The family hosts a fundraiser for
McGuire's missionary work the next day. McGuire aliegedly sexually assaults Victim 10 (brother of
Victim 5) again throughout the weekend.

July 2002: McGuire takes Victim 10 on an eight-day retreat.

Dec. 7, 2002: The parents of Victim 8 contact the Archdiocese of Chicago. They tell the Cardinal's
delegate that they are frustrated that their complaint fo the Jesuits has not been resolved and that
McGuire s still working in ministry.

Aug. 17, 2003; Victim 4 sues the Jesuits over his alleged sexual abuse. McGuire tells the father of
Victims 5 and 10 that the plaintiff is just after money and will be made "to look foolish.”

Sept. 25, 2003: Vic Bender (Victim 2) files suit against McGuire and the Jesuits for alleged abuse while
he was a student at Loyola Academy. .

Oct. 1, 2003: Father Edward Schmidt calls the parents of Victim 8, who had first complained three
years ago, advising them that McGuire's faculties had been removed. He suggests that the action is the
result of the parents' reports. However, by that time, two civil lawsuits had been filed against the Jesuits
and McGuire — by Bender and Victim 4 — and a criminal investigation was under way.

Summer 2004: McGuire allegedly sexually abuses Victim 9 for the last time, after the order toid the
parents of Victim 8 that McGuire had been disciplined.

Feb. 8, 2005: McGuire is arrested in Wisconsin and charged with sexually abusing Victim 4 and
Bender.

February 2006: McGuire is convicted of five counts of sexual assault of a minor in Wisconsin. He
remains free, pending appeal. He appears in court — and in his sex-offender registry photo— in his

Roman Catholic collar.

Aug. 21, 2007: Victim 9 files a lawsuit against the Jesuits and McGuire.

hitp://www.npr.org/templates/story/story.php7storyld=15683354 6/9/2010
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September 2007: McGuire continues to wear a Roman Catholic collar and "act” like a priest in public.
Father Edward Schmidt, S.J., provincial of the Jesuits, says he cannot prevent McGuire from wearing
the collar.

Oct. 8, 2007: The father of Victims 5 and 10 writes a letter retracting support for McGuire at his 2006
trial. (A correction to some of the details of the letter is dated Oct. 18, 2007.}

Oct. 12, 2007 Victims 5 and 10 report sexual abuse by McGuire to the Jesuits.
Oct. 23, 2007; Victims 5 and 10 file suit against the Jesuits and McGuire.

TODAY: McGuire remains free pending his appeal and has been seen on many occasions with young
men. He lives in a private residence in Oak Lawn, lll. The Jesuits have not indicated that they are
monitoring him in any way. McGuire rernains a Jesuit priest, and the Jesuits have not indicated any
intention of removing him. '

— Based on a fimeline released by plaintiffs' attorney Marc Pearlman.

comments

Discussions for this story are now tlosed. Please see the Community FAQ for more information.
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